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LONDON, MAY 23, 1868. 
aaeres, | VETERE: 

VicE-CHANCELLOR GIFFARD yesterday delivered judg- 
ment in the case of Lyon v. Home. After entering at 
very great length into a narrative of the facts in the case, 
and referring to the principles laid down as to“ undue 
influence’ by Lord Eldon, in Hatch v. Hatch, 9 Ves. 
292, and Lord Cottenham in Dent v. Bennett,4 My. 
& Cr. 277, the Vice-Chancellor arrived at the con- 
clusion that the deeds which Mrs. Lyon had executed in 
favour of the defendant Home must be set aside. He 
would not, however, order Mr. Home to pay tho 
plaintiff's costs, and as the costs of Mr. Wilkiuson, the 
trustee, had been enormously increased by the futile 
charges made against him by the plaintiff, she must pay 
those costs. i 

Before commencing the delivery of his judgment, the 
Vice-Chancellor handed down to the counsel engaged an 
anonymous letter, which had been addressed to him in 
reference to the case,and remarked that the consequences 
would be very serious for the writer, if his detection 
were possible. Mr. W. M. James, Q.C., said that they 
had all received similar letters. 











THE COMMITTEE OF THE JUNIOR BAR, appointed some 
time ago to confer with the other branch of the profes- 
sion, upon the subject of advocacy in the county courts, 
have prepared and printed their report, which will be in 
the hands of the Bar in a few days. It is intended to 
hold another meeting of the Junior Bar in the Lord 
Chancellor’s Court, during Whitsun week, at which the 
report will be presented. 

On WuHIT-TuEspDAyY the 36th Anniversary Festival of 
the United Law Clerks’ Society will take place at 
Freemasons’ Hall, the Lord Chief Baron presiding. 
Many promises have been made to support his Lord- 
ship, and a most successful meeting is looked for. 
The society is one eminently deserving of the support 
of both branches of the profession, and we trust that 
the anticipations of its well-wishers may be realised on 
the forthcoming occasion. 


Tae Brit “to amend the law with respect to the 
property of married women,” prepared and brought 
in by Mr, Shaw Lefevre, Mr. Russell Gurney, and Mr. 


J. 8. Mill, contains only fourteen clauses, and 
bears evidence of having been carefully prepared. 
We think that upon the whole it isan advance ; though 
unquestionably by a somewhat long stride, in the direc- 
tion in which legislation and the practice of the Court 
of Chancery have been tending for years past, although 
the framer of the preamble seems disposed to deny any 
merits whatever to the existing law. The preamble 
states that the “law of property and contract, with respect 
to married women, is unjust in principle, and presses 
with peculiar severity upon the poorer classes of the 
community.” The latter part of the preamble is un- 
fortunately true, as an application to the Court of Equity 
by a married woman of the poorer classes is a serious 
step, yet the only one by which she can obtain assis- 
tance from those equitable doctrines whioh have dis- 





placed the common law as regards husband and wife. On 
the former part of it we donot in thisplace express any opi- 
nion. It is then enacted (section 1), that a married woman 
shall be capable of holding, alienating, and devising 
property and of contracting as a feme sole, and (section 2) 
that property of women married after the Act, ‘which is 
to come into operation on the Ist of January, 1869, 
whether belonging to them before marriage or acquired 
by them after marriage, shall be held by them free from 
the debts of their husbands, and from their control or 
disposition, as if unmarried. 

It is clear that the best advice that it is in our 
power to give toa woman about to be married must be, 
“Wait until the 1st of January, 1869.” That the wife’s 
property should be exempted from the husband’s debts is 
highly desirable, but how are you to exempt it from his 
control? We fear that it is beyond the power, even of 
Parliament, to do that. Suppose the case of a husband 
and wife under the new law, being of that class where 
of all others a settlement of the wife’s property is most de- 
sirable, the class of traders. Under the law, asit isto be, the 
wife retains her property; before long, without doubt, she 
will be asked to put itinto the business, possibly tobecome 
a partner in it, to which we can see no legal objection 
under the new state of things. Would not ninety-nine 
women out of a hundred, in such a case, put their for- 
tunes into their husband’s hands to do what he liked 
with? and is not that the very evil which settlements 
were meant to avert? It is, however, still open to a 
woman on marriage to make a settlement. 

Section 3 extends to women already married the right 
to hold, asif unmarried, property acquired by them after 
the Act, subject to any settlement which they may have 
made of it, and to any vested rights of their husbands 
in it. 

Section 4: the earnings of a married woman to be 
her personal estate ; is a valuable provision, extending 
to all married women the protection which, under the 20 
& 21 Vict. c. 85, deserted wives only were enabled to ob- 
tain. This provision will undoubtedly bea great boon to 
the lower classes of society. 

Section 5: a husband shall not be liable for his wife’s 
debts incurred before marriage, or for any wrong com- 
mitted by her. 

Section 6 repeals in part the existing law of distribu- 
tion, giving the husband the same distributive share in 
the personalty of his intestate wife as she would take, on 
his dying intestate, in his personalty. 

Section 7 reserves the tenancy by the curtesy. 

Section 8 provides for a state of things that will, no 
doubt, often occur. Questions between husband and 
wife as to chattels are to be decided in a summary way, 
either by the Court of Chancery or by a County Court, 
as the case may be, the right being reserved to 
the petitioner of applying to the county courts, whatever 
the amount at stake may be. It is probably by an over- 
sight that no provision has been made as to the amount 
which may be adjudicated upon in the Supetior Court 
and County Court respectively. As the bill stands, the 
forum will be entirely in the option of the petitioner, 
irrespectively of the amount at stake. 

Section 9, however, prevents one class of these ques- 
tions from being raised, by providing that a husband 
shall not be liable to account for his wife’s income and 
personalty received by him with her sanction: although 
we can conceive a good many nice questions being raised 
as to what amounts to such sanction on her part. 

Section 10 contains a saving of existing settle- 
ments, and power to make future settlements, and 
does away with the doctrine of restraint on antici- 
pation as a bar to the claims of the creditors of the wife, 
where such restraint is contained in any future settle- 
ment, ; 

Section 11 extends the principle of the Infants Settle- 
ment Act, 18 & 19 Vict. c. 43, enabling a girl (even if 
under ‘seventeen apparently) to make binding settle- 
ments with the consent of her parents or co" and 
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of her intended husband, and saves the husband’s cove- 
nant for settlement of wife’s after-acquired property 
made before the Act comes into operation. 

We have thus endeavoured to give ashort sketch of the 
principal features of this Act, which, however it may be 
amended, must, if it passes, modify to a great extent, if not 
revolutionise, the position of married women in England 
as regards property. 


THERE ARE two London abuses whose continuance is 
@ disgrace to our police system. One is the disgusting 
traffic in obscenities which is carried on in Holywell 
and Wych streets, and other parts of London, and 
the other is the open distribution of filthy advertise- 
ments in the principal thoroughfares. It is not for 
want of authority that the police do not descend sum- 
marily upon the offenders. Lord Campbell's Act has 
armed them with ample powers against the Holywell- 
street nuisance, and yet wretches more infamous than 
the lowest prostitute who walks the streets are permitted 
to carry on their baneful traffic day after day, week after 
week, and year after year. At rare intervals, in what a con- 
temporary terms “ spasmodiccontortionsof vitality” on the 
part of the police, the Act is enforced ; but how rare 
these intervals are is sufficiently shown by the per- 
manency and the number of the dens in which this 
disgusting traffic is carried on. 

Again, the Metropolitan Streets Act of last year con- 
tains a section which expressly enacts that “no picture, 
print, board, placard, or notice, except in such form and 
manner as may be approved of by the Commissioner of 
Police, shall, by way of advertisement, be carried or dis- 
tributed in any street within the general limits of the 
Act.” Are the filthy pamphlets and advertisements 


daily distributed along the kerb-stones of the principal 
streets of London approved by the Commissioner of 
Police? And does he also approve the anatomical 
museums which stand open in more than one leading 


thoroughfare, and whose abominations are sufficiently 
oe by the papers distributed tothose who pass their 
oors ? 

The police are armed with powers amply sufficient to 
enable them to deal with all these abominations, and yet 
they allow them to continue. It may be easier and 
pleasanter to harry shoeblacks, applewomen, and cabmen 
than to attack these patent and disgusting pollutions, 
which are simply a disgrace to the streets of London: at 
any rate we ought to know on whom the blame rests. 
Is it that the Commissioners of Police deliberately 
decline to allow the law to be put in force, or do the 
police as a body refuse to obey instructions, charging 
them to ferret out these abominations ? 





SETTLED SHARES. 


A draftsman preparing a settlement of shares in com- 
panies, limited or otherwise, can scarcely fail to have his 
mind for a mement disturbed by the many and great 
dangers which beset the trustees, and will probably en- 
deavour to guard against the disastrous consequences of 
which recent reports give so many instances, and as to 
which his conveyancing precedents as yet afford no help. 
We wish in this article to draw attention to the present 
unsatisfactory state of the law upon a point which affects 
materially not only the trustees and cesteux gue trustent 
of shares, but also the directors of the companies of which 
the shares are held. We refer to the difficulties besetting 
_ the apportiontment of dividends, bonuses, or what else the 
divided profits of the company may be called, between the 
tenant for life of the shares andthe remaindermen. We 
do not hesitate to say that ceteris paribus that company 
would offer the most eligible mode of investment for set- 
tlement moneys, and, therefore, would stand best in the 
market, whose articles of association provided for this 
difficulty. The point in question will be best illustrated 
by the last reported case upon the subject. 

Tn the case of Re Barton's Trusts, L,B. 5 Eq. 286, 16 





W. BR. 392, some shares in a company, formed in 1844 
under a deed of settlement for navigating steam vessels on 
the Ganges, were settled upon trust to pay to Mrs, Latcham 
“the interest, dividends, share of profits, or annual .pro- 
ceeds ” thereof during her life, and after her death for her 
children. By the deed of settlement regulating the com- 
pany it was provided thatthe directors should periodically 
make a statement of the amount of profits for the past 
year; should state their opinion what part (if any) of the 
profits should be reserved to meet “ wear and tear, and other 
specified contingencies,” and what dividend they advised; 
and by the vote of the majority of the shareholders 
this report might be adopted. The company was 
highly successful, and in 1858 desired to enlarge their 
operations. The directors, during Mrs. Latcham’s life. 
time, pursuant to resolutions duly passed at general 
meetings, applied a portion of the “net earnings during 
the half-year ” in the purchase of new cargo flats, and 
steamers,” and issued and allotted to the existing share- 
holders new shares to represent the money so applied, and 
declared a dividend out of the residue. It was not 
denied that the new shares were entirely paid up out of 
the net earnings of the current half-year, The Vice-Chan- 
cellor Wood, nevertheless, held that, as between the 
tenant for life and remaindermen, the new shares were 
capital, and not income. 

Now, we are well aware how likely that man is to be 
wrong who differs from a conclusion arrived at by the 
Lord Justice Wood. We would only notice in this place 
the great difficulty in which trustees are placed by this 
decision, It was urged upon the Vice-Chancellor that it 
would be hard if the mode in which the company chose to 
divide the profits of the half-year should determine 
whether the tenant for life or the remaindermen should 
have the benefit. To this argument the Vice-Chancellor 
answered that the tenant for life must use his influence 
with the trustees as to their votes with reference to the 
proposed arrangement. 

Trustees, therefore, are placed in this dilemma, .As 
shareholders they are in duty bound to sanction a course 
most conducive to the welfare of the company, while their 
votes may, for the benefit of the company at large, deprive 
the tenant for life, whose interests they are bound tocon- 
sult, of her whole income. If the law remains assettled by 
the case of Re Barton’s Trusts, it is incumbent on direo- 
tors either to meet the difficulty by some general clause 
in their articles, or to remember that the form and name 
they give to the division of their profits may affect not 
only the rights of the owners of the shares, but (what, 
perhaps may affect a company more nearly) the votes of 
such shareholders as are trustees. 

It is curious to trace, in looking through the decisions 
on this subject, the gradual change of the view the judges 
have taken of the rights of the tenant for life and re- 
mainderman. The original rule gave to the tenant for 
life only the ordinary dividends declared as such out of 
the ordinary profits of the current year or half-year, and 
gave all casual as well as all accumulated profits, whether 
divided by way of increase of the ordinary dividend, or 
separately by way of extra dividend or bonus, to the re- 
mainderman: Brander v. Brander, 4 Ves. 800. 

It was, however, early decided that, by way of increase 
of the regular dividend, casual or accumulated profits 
could be given to the tenant for life, the regular dividend 
(or what purported to be such, though greater than the 
usual dividend) being conclusively presumed to be the 
ordinary fruit of the half-year, while whatever dividend 
was declared separately from the regular dividend was as 
conclusively presumed to be capital: Paris v. Paris, 10 
Ves, 185; Wills v. Steer, 13 Ves. 364; Barclay v. Wain- 
wright, 14Ves. 66. In the last-mentioned case Lord Eldon, 
stating that he understood the trustees of the Bank of Eng- 
land were under “infinite difficulty how to act,” reviews, 
and, apparently disapproves, the previous decisions; but 
on the pfinciple that it was more important that rules of 
law should be certain than that they should be right 
travels as little as possible from the previous ruling. 
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Later cases have held that, although not given by 
way of increase of the regular dividend, but as a separate 
dividend or “ bonus,” if it appear from the report accom- 
panying the dividend, or is proved in the case that the 
source of the bonus is profits of the half-year, it is in- 
come, and this although the profit is casual and extraor- 
dinary im its nature: Plumd v. Neild, 8 W. R. 337. In- 
deed, where a “ bonus” is shown to have arisen from 
profits, and even if those profits were proved to have arisen 
from the accumulations of previous years, it has been 
treated: as income: Preston v. Melville, 16 Sim. 163; 
Hollis vy. Allan, 14 W.R. 980. The case of Barton’s 
Trusts seems to have somewhat revived the old rule. If 
that decision is correct, the form given to the dividend by 
the company determines its nature, and the lesson we 
would draw from it is this. That where it is agreed that 
accumulated profits shall be applied in enlarging the 
concern by issuing new shares, or making improvements, 
it should clearly appear that they are not intended to 
lose, as between successive takers, the character of profits. 
Would it not meet the difficulty to insert a clause in the 
articles—‘“ All dividends and bonuses, and other division 
of profits, under whatever designation, shall, as between 
successive takers, be considered as income, unless shown 
to have been made in diminution of the original capital? ” 
Certainly such a clause would commend itself to tenants 
for life seeking an investment. 





ELECTION LAW. 
No. II,—REGISTRATION. 


We have now to consider the proper method of ob- 
taining for the various qualifications set forth in our 
last article their practical recognition in law. In so 
doing we shall assume nothing as known. 

Claims for counties must be sent in to the overseers of 
each parish or township on or before the 20th July in 
each year. These claims must fully and correctly set 
out names, residences, qualifications, and descriptions of 
situation of property. Better put in too much than too 
little. These notices of claims may be served on a 
Sunday; and may be sent by post. The claimants sign 
the notices, The forms are provided in schedule B, 6 
Vict. o. 18, 

The great point is to state the situation of the 

qualifying property correctly, and, per Tindal, O.J., 
either the street or lane, and number, if any, of the 
property, or the name, or the tenant’s name, must be 
given. 
Claims for boroughs (not being those of freemen or 
liverymen of the city of London) are to be sent to the 
overseers on or before the 25th August, if they are 
made by freemen they are to be sent to the town clerk. 

The general requisites for the validity of such notices 
of claims are similar to those stated above with respect 
to counties. A claimant may not join two separate and 
distinct buildings to make up the value required to give 
a borough vote. 

Claims made for counties and boroughs are regulated 
by the 6 Vict. c, 18, sections 4 and 15. 

Claims made by freemen and liverymen of the city of 
London are regulated by section 20 of the same Act, which, 
being very lengthy, had better be studied by itself. 

The claims having all gone in, the overseers make out 
and print their respective lists, which are signed and 
published by them, in the case of counties, “on or before 
the Ist August,” in the case of boroughs on or before the 
same date. 

Here it is proper to devote some space to a class of 
claime not alluded to as yet, and which are quite new— 
those of lodgers, 

Every lodger will have to send in his claim to the 
overseers in the particular form set out in schedule G of 
the new Reform Act, and to appear before the revising 
barrister to prove such claim on oath. The claim needs 
the attestation of a witness, who must apperd his name, 
residence, and calling. The claim states the facts, twelve 





months’ tenancy (sole) of the lodgings, and’ that such 
lodgings are of aclear yearly value of tem pounds, The 
are to make out a separate list of lodger 


overseers 
claimants. 

Lodger claims must be proved on oath, we assume, 
because section 30 of the Act says section 18 of the 6 
Vict. 0.18, is to apply to such claims, Besides, no provision 
is made for objections to lodger claims, and a proof on 
oath becomes a necessity. Otherwise such claims might 
be manufactured to any extent. 

The various claims being sent in, received by the 
overseers, and printed, the next step is one which 
the solicitors of both the great political parties consider 
a most important one—the giving notices of objections. 

Under the County Voters Registration Act of 1865, 
these notices (in counties) are now to be sent in by the 
20th August in each year. The form will be found in 
schedule A of 6 Vict. v. 18. The principal points which 
need attention are:—the proper signature, date, true 
place of objector’s, abode, and the reference to the listin 
which objector’s name appears. But although any 
notice of objection to any person on the list of claimants 
for any parish or township may be given according to 
the provisions of the 7th section 6 Vict. ¢. 18, but with 
that exception no notice of objection given under that 
7th section, other than a notice to the overseers, shall be 
valid, unless the ground or grounds of objection be 
specifically stated therein. (See 6th section, County 
Voters Registration Act, 1865.) 

That is, the objector must name the column in the 
claim on which he grounds his objection. 

If grounded on the 8rd column, it must be stated 
whether the value of the property, .or the interest 
therein, or both, are meant. é 

The notices of objection are served on the overseers in. . 
counties, and in boroughs for householders. For freemen 
the service is on the town clerk. Service on one over- 
seer is good for all, although the served one has not 
signed the list of voters. The service is good op a 
Sunday, and by section 100, 6 Vict. c. 18, notices of 
objection to any person on any list of county, city, or 
borough voters, and in the livery list of the city of 
London, may be sent by post prepaid, directed to the 
person to whom the eame shall be sent at his place of 
abode, as described in the said list of voters. But the 
notices must be delivered to the postmaster open and in 
duplicate. The duplicate is after examination stamped 
and returned by him. Production of such stamped 
duplicate is evidence of the notice having been given to 
the person at the place mentioned in such duplicate on 
the day on which such notice would in the ordinary 
course of post have been delivered at such place. 

The list of persons objected to is to be given by the 
overseers, in the case of counties, to the clerk of the 
peace, on or before the 1st of September, and is to be 
given in the case of cities or boroughs, to the town clerk 
by the same date ; copies are published and open to the = 
inspection of any person for the first fourteen days of 
September. 

It will here be proper to take note ofthe 10th section, 
County Voters Registration Act, 1865. The effect of 
this section is to empower any person on the list of 
voters, whose address is incorrectly stated, or who shall 
have received a notice of objection on that ground, and 
who shall have possessed on the last day of July the 
same qualification in respect of which his name has 
been inserted on the list, to make and subscribe a 
declaration before a justice of the peace, or a commissioner 
for taking affidavits in any of the Superior Courts, in the 
form set out in the schedule, and on or before September 
14 to send the same to the clerk of the peace. The 
declaration affirms the true address and the qualifica- 
tion. 

Claims being rent in and published, as also notices 
of objections, and the list being in the clerk of the 

or town clerk’s hands respectively, the next stage 
ia the holding the revision courts. 
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In counties these (by the 1865 Act) may not be held 
before the 20th September in each year, nor after the 
31st October. In boroughs they may be held between 
this date and the 15th September. 

We now come to the actual work of the registration 
court, and shall endeavour to make our remarks such as 
are practically of use to those solicitors whose duties may 
(perhaps for the first time) call them into the important 
and heavy registrations that will be effected under the 
new Reform Act.. Taking the counties first we shall 
consider the duties of all concerned, the effect of the 
1865 Act, and the practical points for a lawyer retained 
by either party to bear in mind. 


The clerk of the peace issues advertisements of the 
county revision courts, and gives out notices, which the 
overseers publish. They and the clerk attend the court. 
The clerk delivers lists of voters, list of objections, copy, 
register, and documents, and answers needful questions. 
The overseers deliver original notices, &c., answer ques- 
tions on oath, and produce all documents, They may be 
fined £5 for not attending or for neglect. 

The revising barrister has power in counties and 
boroughs, by the 1865 Act, to order any person to be re- 
moved from his court who creates disturbance, and a 
policeman is to be provided (section 16). 

The reyising barrister’s duties are set out by the 40th 
section of the Registration Act, 6 Vict. c. 16. This 
must be consulted but briefly, the duties may be sum- 
marised as those of correcting mistakes in the lists, ex- 
punging names whose qualification is insufficient, or 
whose descriptions are insufficient, and hearing and 
deciding on objections, his course in which matter is 
fully directed in the same section. 

Practically the overseers’ objections are taken first. 
Names marked dead are struck out—so are those marked 
objected. 

Then objectors must prove— 

Firstly—Service of notices on overseers (who produce 
duplicates), secondly on parties objected to. 

Seoondly—Objectors must prove, or applicants must 
disprove, that the claimants were not entitled on the 
last. day of July preceding to have their pames on the 
voters’ lists in respect of such qualification as there 
set out. 

If this be proved, the name is expunged. 

It will thus be seen that the procedure is very simple. 
The whole gist lies in the objections, The amount of 
proof to support them is in the barrister’s discretion 
solely. 

It will here be convenient to briefly record the prac- 
tical finish of these proceedings, and then to enter on 
the subject of good and bad objections, which is one of 
vast importance all the more when it is remembered 
that any groundless, frivolous, or vexatious claim or 
objection may be punished by the order to pay costs, not 
exceeding two shillings and sixpence for each objection, 
which is a most salutary provision. 

The lists, as revised, are signed by the barrister, and 
forwarded by him to the clerk of the peace or town 
clerk respectively. The clerk of the peace has such 

_ lists‘copied into a book alphabetically and signed, and 
such book is delivered to the sheriff. The town clerk 
of boroughs does the same, except that his book is de- 
livéred to the returning officer. 

These books form the registers of voters. 

We have thus, we hope, clearly sketched the actual 
practical process by which the possession of a qualifi- 
cation is made to confer the franchise. We have now 
to make such observations as may, it is hoped, benefit 
those professional readers of this journal who have a 
prospect of work in the registration courts this autumn. 

Many frivolous objections were formerly made, but it 
is likely that this will be checked by the amount which 
can be enforced in payment of costs. To know what to 
put into an objection, and how to do it, both in its first 
and second stage, is the great need for a parliamentary 





solicitor, and we propose here to touch on the subject of 
objections. fii 5 + 

Objections may, it is presumed, be fairly taken on the 
following grounds (for the major part of which we are 
indebted to Mr. Bretherton’s excellent book), but it is 
almost impossible to predicate with certainty what is or 
is not a frivolous objection. In the points we are 
about to describe it is presumed objections, even if fail- 
ing, would not cause costs. 

Alterations to be made by the barrister in legal de- 
scription of qualifications. 

Cases where a fair inquiry into value for the first 
time is' needed. 

Omission in numbers of premises which qualify in 
boroughs. 

Questions bond fide respecting disputed facts of 
rating. 

Claims first made for ancient rights. 

Claims made under rent-charges and other deeds of the 
kind. 

Cases where the rating differs from the rental as less, 
and information from occupier non-attainable. 

Claims for county votes for freeholds, occupied by the 
owners, situate in boroughs. 

Claims made by mortgagees. 

Claims made by sub-lessees as county occupiers. Actual 
possession needful, 

Claims made in respect of building society’s land. 

Claims for benefices, offices, and the like. 

Claims made for rent-charges where no power of dis- 
traint exists. 

All these are fit objections it is presumed, when bond 
Jide, either to be carried through or instituted for inquiry. 
It must be remembered that an objection is the only way 
in which in a revision court a right can be tested or a 
doubt cleared up. Parliament has given the revising 
barrister very ample powers, and the decision on the ob- 
jections—i. ¢:, quantum valeat—is entirely a matter, as is 
the question of costs, within the barrister’s very extended 
discretion. 

The above instances are only some out of many which 
will naturally occur from an intelligent and extended 
examination of the register. The great point for con- 
sideration in making an objection and for presentation 
to the barrister when the question of costs arises is the 
fairness or unfairness, as a bond fide thing, of the objec- 
tion. Also it is to be remembered by barristers, as well 
as solicitors, that an objection, which when sifted seems 
frivolous or vexatious, may not have been so at the time 
that it was first made, at least not to the extent which 
should render it punishable by costs. 

Here we may conclude this part of our subject by a 
few words on appeals from the revision courts to the 
Common Pleas, Sections 42 and 39 of the Registration 
Act give the right of appeal on dissatisfaction to 
claimants, objectors, persons whose names are expunged, 
and special persons whose right to appeal is reserved by 
the latter section. But every question on appeal must 
be one of law. 

The practice, we believe, is for both sides to agree and 
the barrister to take notes. When the court ends the 
case is drawn by the solicitors and settled by the barris- 
ter. But this is not strictly in accordance with section 
42 of the Act, which should be read. For the practice 
in carrying out the appeal we may confidently refer our 
readers io an excellent little book—Mr. George Tayler’s 
“Law of Appeals ’—which will pilot them through their 
difficulties if new hands at the work. The costs of the 
appeal are subject to such orders as the Court of Com- 
mon Pleas shall think fit, and where the appellant does 
not appeal and the respondent does the barrister’s deci- 
sion will be affirmed with costs. The decision of the 
Court is made known to the sheriff by one of the masters 
of the Common Pleas in writing. 

We have thus sketched out the practice of registration 
as affecting all parties concerned in carrying out the 
law. Perhaps no work more demands care and keenness 
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f sight on the part of a lawyer. Political feeling run- 
ning high, it is all the more needful to consider that any 
pias may recoil upon the party showing it. 

It is, of course, impossible to foretell any of the objec- 
tions that may be made for the first time under the new 
Act. They will probably arise most under the clause 
conferring the lodger franchise, which will require very 
careful study. The main point will be to see that all 
objections carry with them some degree, at least, of 
probability and propriety. The labour imposed in the 
work of revision will, of course, be very heavy, and it is 
therefore highly necessary that all concerned should not 
only be well up in the law of the matter, but be pre- 

to waive on both sides any disposition to make 
speculative objections. With these remarks we conclude 
this part of the subject under consideration, and there 
now only remains the duty of describing the law and 
practice of the actual outcome and result of qualification 
and registration—election. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Directors’ RIGHT AS TRUSTEES TO BE INDEMNIFIED. 

The Ulster Railway Company v. The Banbridge 

Railway Company, M. R. (Ir.), 16 W. R. 598. 

Several important principles are affirmed by this case, 
toone of which only it is our intention to refer at the 
present time: we mean the principle known as the rule 
in Chippendale’s case, which was discussed and followed 
in the present case by the Master of the Rolls in Ireland. 
In the case before us it had been necessary to expend 
£25,000 in order to complete the Banbridge Railway, and 
that sum had been raised by four of the directors on 
their personal security, the powers of the company hav- 
ing, as we presume, been exhausted or become unavail- 
able. The money so raised was applied for purposes for 
which the directors were justified in incurring debts on 
behalf of the company. 

The question was, whether the directors were justified 
in withholding interest on preference shares in the under- 
taking until the debt so incurred wasrepaid. The Court 
held that they were, having regard to the principle up- 
heldin Ex parte Chippendale, Re German Mining Com- 
pany, 2 W. R. 548, 4 D. M. & G. 19, that directors mak- 
ing advances for the completion of works or necessary 
outgoings have a claim in equity to be recouped such ad- 
vances, similar to the claim of trustees to be recouped 
by their cestuis que trust expenses properly incurred on 
their behalf. Soin Zroup’s case, 9 W. R. 878, 29 Beay. 
353, money borrowed by the secretary of a company with 
the sanction of the directors for the purposes of the com- 
pany was recovered from the company, and that the com- 
pany is a limited company with the shares fully paid up 
makes no difference in the application of this principle: 
Lowndes v. The Garnett and Mozley Gold Mining Com- 
pany, 12 W. R. 573. 

It must be understood that this principle applies only 
to trading companies, and does not extend to societies 
like clubs for instance, not being trading concerns. 
The cases of the Westminster Reform Club—Zodd v. 
Emly, 7 M. & W. 427, and Flemyng v. Hector, 2 M. & 
W. 172, will occur to the reader. So in Re Worcester 
Corn Exchange Company, 1 W. R. 171, 8 D. M. & G. 
180, the deed of settlement restricted the liability of 
shareholders to pay. calls to the amount for the time 
being remaining unpaid of their respective shares, The 
capital being all expended, the directors advanced money 
out of their own resources. It was held in the winding- 
up that, as between the directors and the shareholders, 
the latter were not liable to recoup the former, as it was 
not a trading partnership, in which, according to the 
law of merchants, each partner would be responsible. 
It is obvious that in trading partnerships a sudden pres- 
sure may occur, in which timely assistance given by the 
directors, without calling the shareholders together, may 





save the concern, and in such a case it is equitable that 
the directors should be repaid what they have advanced: 
secus, where the partnership is formed to do a particular 
thing, to which each partner contributes a certain sum, 
as in the case of a club, where you pay your subscription, 
and expect to incur no liability; or the case put by Lord 
Cranworth, L.C., in his judgment in the last case: “if 
several persons should by parol agree among themselves 
to build a house, and that each should contribute a cer- 
tain sum for that purpose, such agreement not being 
within the principle of a trading partnership, one of 
them could not pledge the credit of the others wltra the 
stipulated sum.” 

In Re National Patent Steam Fuel Company (Baker's 
case), 8 W. R. 268, a claim of a director for money ad- 
vanced was disallowed, without prejudice to his carrying 
in a claim for so much of the money advanced by him 
as he could prove to have been properly expended for the 
purpose of the company, the Court being of opinion 
that a director by 7 & 8 Vict. c, 110, s. 29, was precluded 
from advancing money to his company unless with the 
approval of the shareholders in general meeting, as re- 
quired by that Act. 

Where a director establishes his claim to be repaid 
what he has advanced for the company to which he be- 
longs, he will be allowed simple, but not compound, 
interest at 5 per cent. on what is found due to him,. Re 
Norwich Yarn Company, Ex parte Bignold, 4 W. B. 619, 
22 Beav. 543. See as to this Zhe York and North Mid- 
land Railway Company. v. Hudson,1 W. R. 187, 16 
Beav. 485, In this respect the director-trustee seems to 
be better off than an ordinary trustee, who is entitled 
but to four per cent. interest, the ground probably being 
that, in the director’s case, itis a matter of trade, and the 
Court presumes trade to yield five per cent. at the least, 


SUPERFLUOUS LANDS—LANDs CLAUSES AoT, 1845, 8, 128, 


Lord Carington v. The Wycombe Railway Company, 
16 W. R. 494. 


“When persons embark in great undertakings, for the 
accomplishment of which those engaged in them have 
received authority from the Legislature to take compul- 
sorily the land of others, making to the latter proper 
compensation, the persons so authorised cannot be allowed . 
to execute the powers conferred on them for any collateral 
object.” These are the words of Lord Cranworth, L.C., 
in Galloway v. The Mayor and Commonalty of London,,.., 
L. R. 1H. L. 43, and they express a principle of the 
Court which has recently been asserted in Lord Caring- 
ton v. The Wycombe Railway Company. This was a 
case of a railway company acquiring land, ostensibly, for. ., 
the purposes of their Act, but in reality to sell to a third 
party, in pursuance of an agreement entered into between 
him and the company. This was a collateral purpose, 
which, in accordance with this principle, they were not 
permitted to carry into effect. The land in question was 
necessarily superfluous land, or land not required for the 
purposes of the railway, and was so treated by the com- 
pany. A question arose in the suit—which was a suit 
by the vendor to the company against the company, that 
it might be declared that the right of pre-emption over 
it as superfluous land belonged to him—-whether the land, 
which was situate within the limits of the parliamentary 
borough of High Wycombe, was or was not “ land within 
a town or built upon or used for building purposes ”’ 
within the exception in s. 128 of the Lands Clauses Act. . 
The construction placed by the Lords Justices upon the 
exception is a strict one, and of some importance in these 
days of building speculation. To be within the excep- 
tion, as situate within a town, the land must be sur- 
rounded or covered by continuous houses, not necessarily 
touching each other, but isolated by narrow intervals. 
“ Land built upon” means land covered with continuous 
buildings, and “land used for building purposes’’ means 
land actually so used. Previsely the same view of the 
meaning of the last words was taken by the Master of 
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the Rolls in Coventry v: The London, Brighton, and South | defendants were not justified in taking no precaution of 


Coast Railway Company, 16 W. R. 267, in the case of 
land at Wandsworth, which had been advertised for 
Bale in building lots, but was not actually being built 
upon. Another question under section 128 was also 
decided in this case, that a lessee for years of land 
adjoining superfluous land is entitled to pre-emption, 
of course not in exclusion of his lessor, but in succes- 
sion to him, thus including in the word “owners ” all 
persons, from the freeholder downwards, having interests 
in the land, however limited, who can sell to the com- 
pany, that being the definition of ‘‘owner” in the Lands 
Clauses Act. 





COMMON LAW. 
EVIDENCE OF NEGLIGENCE. 
Daniel v, The Metropolitan Railway Company, C. P., 16 
W. R. 564. 

In the numerous actions which are now so frequently 
brought against railway companies for damage caused 
by the negligence of their servants, no point is more fre- 
quently discussed than the question was there, or was there 
not, any evidence to go to the jury of negligence on the part 
of the company. It has been settled for some time 
that the mere fact of the occurrence of an accident upon a 
railway is not even primd facie evidence of negligence. 
It is for the plaintiff to show some substantial act of 
commission or of omission in order to establish his right 
of action. 

There are some few exceptions to this rule; as, for in- 
stance, where two trains, both belonging to the same 
company, and under the management of their servants, 
come into collision. 
negligence, and it is for the defendants to rebut the pre- 
sumption that is thus raised; usually however, the onus of 
proof is upon the plaintiff. Although itis for the jury to 
say whether there was, or was not, negligence, stillitisa 
question of law for the judge at the trial to determine 
whether there is any evidence to go to the jury, or, in 
other words, whether the plaintiff ought to be nonsuited. 
It is so extremely difficult to lay down any clear and in- 
telligible rules on this point that almost any decision on 
the question is of some importance, as it is not often that 
there is the same evidence in any two cases, 

In Daniel v. The Metropolitan Railway Company, an 
action was brought against the defendants to recover 
compensation for an injury that the plaintiff had received 
in consequence of the fall of a heavy iron girder from some 
works which were being executed above the railway. 
The works being carried on by the corporation of the 
City of London, and were not under the control of the 
defendants. The girder was being moved by a donkey 
engine at the time the train containing the plain- 
tiff passed, and just at that time the girder slipped off the 
wall on which it rested and fell on the train, It was 
not proved whether the donkey engine drew the girder 
too far or whether the fall was occasioned by the vibra- 
tion caused by the train. 

It was proved at the trial that when such works are 
going on on railways it is usual to give notice of the 
coming of a train so as to stop working while it passes. 
No notice of any kind had been given in this case. The 
Court decided that, under these circumstances, there was 
sufficient evidence to go to the jury. 

Willes, J., in his judgment, examines very elaborately 
the general rules upon the subject of evidence of negli- 
gence, and he bases his decision upon the ground that 
“ this was a case of peculiar and unusual danger known 
to the carrier and not known to the passenger. . . . 
the slightest want of precaution by the workmen might 
precipitate the girder upon the passengers’ heads,and there 
was no one to warn the workmen to hold thejr hands till 
the freight of human life had gone by.” The other 
judges concurred in this opinion, and upon the same 
grounds, Montague Smith, J., saying, “ This is a case in 
which, under the peculiar circumstances, the magni- 
tude of the danger and the probability of accident, the 





Here there is a prima facie case of ; arrange- 
| ment in his court hadexisted, hemight almost say, from time 
' immemorial, for his memo 
! He had the Greenwich and 
| Wednesdays and Thursdays, and he did not see how he 





their own, and trusting to the exercise of supreme care 
on the part of the workmen.” 








COURTS. 


COUNTY COURTS. 

The increase of business in the county courts is causi 
many solicitors to complain of some of the arrangements at 
the courts. As a case in point we may mention an applica- 
tion made by Mr Ody, on Tuesday morning, to as lon. 
beth court. He said he had business at that court, at South- 
wark, and at Wandsworth, and they were all sitting on that 
day. There seemed to bea general fancy for sitting on 
Tuesdays. From the morning papers it appeared that no 
less than nine Metropolitan courts were then sitting, al h 
their es eee exceeded two days a week on. the 
average. is was exceedingly inconvenient to professional 
men, and sometimes prejudicial to the interests of their clients, 
Under Mr. Frazer, the late judge at Wandsworth court, the 
sittings were heldevery alternate Thursday. That wasahighly 
convenient day for himself and several other gentlemen who 
attended the courts in this neighbourhood. When Mr. 
Stonor succeeded to the Wandsworth judgeship he altered 
Thursdays to Tuesdays, and the recent increase of business 
had required three Tuesdays in a month instead of two. 
He wished to ask his Honour whether some change could 
not be made that would do away with the inconvenience of 
several courts within a short distance of each other sitting 
on the same day. Could the Tuesday’s sitting of his Honour 
be altered ? 

Mr. Pitt Taylor said no doubt what Mr. Ody described 
was often a great inconvenience, and he should be glad to 
do anything he could to lessen it; but he thought the appli- 
eation was made to the wrong Court. The present 


extended not to the contrary. 
oolwich courts to attend on 


could give up the Lambeth Tuesdays. 

Mr. Ody said he had applied to Mr. Stonor on the subject, 
but he said he had thirteen other courts to attend, can he 
could not alter the present arrangement. 

Mr Pitt Taylor thought Mr. Ody might very properly 
apply again to Mr. Stonor, and point out that the old 
arrangement worked well, and that his change had been the 
cause of the inconvenience complained of. 

Mr. Ody’s complaint will doubtless be echoed in various 
parts of the country, especially in very populous places 
where courts are numerous. There seems to be no good 
reason why the judges should not so arrange that two of 
them shall not be sitting in adjoining districts on the same 
day. 

. MARYLEBONE. 

(Before Sir C. EarpLEY WiLmot, Judge.) 
May 20.—Lowe v. Hammond. 
Attorney “ acting generally in the cause”’—Change of attorney. 

This cause was one which had been removed by judge’s 
order from the Court of Exchequer. The claim was for 
£18 18s., for dentist’s work done for the defendant’s 
daughters. 

Royle, for the plaintiff, in opening the case said that he 
must make an objection to Mr Clarke acting as advocateforthe 
other side, on the grounds that he was not the attorney 
‘acting generally in the cause” within the meaning of the 
15 & 16 Vict. c. 54,8, 10; but that the real attorney of 
“ defendant, at the ¥e" of the removal of the oan from 
the saperior court, and during the ME Tags . 
was a tty. 1. 8, Salaman, by whom Mr. Clarke nod phic 
and from whom he held a brief with Mr. Salaman’s name 
upon it. He had no personal objection whatever to Mr. 
Clarke, but acted solely in the interest of the bar in calling 
attention to the practice which prevails of allowing attorneys 
not in the cause to practise as advocates. 

Mr. Clarke, in reply to this objection, said that he had 
been that da rsonally retained in the cause by the 
daughtors of the defendant. 

Sir C. Eanptey Witmor said that in his opinion the 
course adopted by Mr. Clarke was one by which, if permitted, 
the spirit if not the letter of the Act of Parliament might be 
infringed, and desired it to be understood that in future 
where a cause was removed from a superior court, the only 
attorney whom he would permit to appear as advocate, for 
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either party, should be the attorney in the cause at the time 
of such removal. His Honour hoped, however, that after 
this ion of opinion from the Court, the counsel for 
the plaintiff would in this instance waive his objection, as 
otherwise the defendant would be entirely deprived of pro- 


gestion, Royle withdrew his objection, 
ed, resulting in a judgment for plain- 
tiff for’ £12 12s. 


LAMBETH. 
Before J. Prrr Taytor, +, Judge.) 
May 19.— Lilley v. Bnet te e; 
: rincipal and Agent. 

The plaintiff, a cabowner, claimed £3 for damage sustained 
to his cab through the negligence of the defendant or his 
servant, in driving a certain vehicle, 

It was not denied that the damage had been done, but the 
defendant denied that the driver of his gig at the time of 
the collision was in any sense his servant. e driver was a 
commercial traveller, who occasionally collected a few debts 
for defendant, and in return defendant lent him the gig 
without charge. He was not caxployy? to do anything for 
defendant on the day in'question. Defendant was a cab- 
owner and let cabs, but the yehicle in question was his 
private one. ee 

Mr. Prrr Taytor said no doubt the plaintiff would 
consider it a hard case, but under the circumstances the 
defendant was not liable. There appeared to be no relation- 
ship of master and servant between defendant and Smith, 
Pr the plaintiff must be nonsuited, but without costs. 


HEREFORD, 
(Before Jostan Wm. Surru, Esq., Q.C.) 
May 15.—Bedford v. Davies. 
A “Scene” in Court. 

This was an action by a carpenter, to recover a certain 
sum as balance of an account for work done. A contract 
had been entered into between the parties and the gist of 
the case lay in the terms of the agreement—as to whether, 
for the sum named, the plaintiff was to do all joinery work 
as well as carpentering, or the latter alone. We take the 
pablo g account of the proceedings from the Hereford 

ournal;—- 

The plaintiff swore that only the mtering was in- 
cluded in the agreement, and Mr. Garrold was about to put 
it in, when 
_ My, Bodenham objected to the acceptance of the document 
as evidence, on the ground that it did not bear a stamp. Mr. 
Bodenham said if it was held that the agreement did not 
require to be duly stamped prior to its being put inas evidence, 
why he would take the matter to another court. 

is Honour hoped that this remark was not addressed to 
him ; because, if so, it was one of the most unseemly he had 
ever heard made to a judge. He presumed, however, that 
the remark was addressed by Mr. Bodenham to his legal 
pra Mr. Bodenham could not gravely intend to 

ten a judge with proceedings in another court if he did 
not hold so and'so? It would have been time enough to 
wait until he had decided the case, and then for Mr. Bodenham 
to have taken his own course without saying one word to him 
(his Honour) about it. 

Mr. Bodenham said he meant to assert that this case could 
not be taken a step further until the agreement was stamped, 
and so able to be produced. 

His Honovr said it was quite proper for Mr. Bodenham 
to'take his own course; but it was not proper for him to have 
said what he had. He must have forgotten himself for a 
moment when he hinted at anything in the way of announce- 
ment positively before any intimation:of his (his Honour'’s 
decision had been ng that he intended to do such an 
such a thing if ho (the udge) decided so and so. 

Mr. Bodenham said there were some things that had better 

not be said. It was six months since he was in the court 

a and he a wish to — there at all, . 
is Honovr.—It is surprising that persons young eno 

to be one’s children can now-a-days expr amen in 

a manner to sixty or seventy old, in a manner 

which, iin bees md was nover bredmed of, 

Mr. Bodonham.—-Childron know more, perhaps, now than 
they did sixty years ago. 
is Honovxn.—-They think they do. I bog to remind you, 


Mr. Bodenham, that thore is a clause in the Act of Parlia- 
ment which expressly provides that solicitors shall not be 





exempt from the ordinary rules applicable to other persons 
who appear before this Court; and I am really surprised to 
have heard what I have to-day. There is such a thing as a 
contempt of court.—[Mr. Bode m.—I am aware of it. 

I will repeat there was an enactment expressly stating 
solicitors should not be exempt from the consequences of 


their conduct. 
epared -to submit, sir, to: 
‘erred. 


Mr. Bodenham.—I am quite 
any indictment that may be pre’ i 
is Honour eager I do think itis perfectly 
been had 


, unaccountable that a line of conduct, such as has 


recourse to, should have been pursued this morning. I 


| desire to exercise the utmost forbearance in my office, and 
I wish to give needless offence to no man; but, on the con- 


trary, to adopt a conciliatory mode of practice to all. 
But because a solicitor happens to be a: of position 
in the city, it does not follow that he is privileged to ad- 
dress me in any other way than as a solicitor who is not so 
situated—more particularly when he happens.to be a young 


man. 

Mr. Bodenham said he had yet to learn that he had not 
a right to say he should appeal against a decision’ given: 
against him. It was often done. 

His Honovr.—It is not proper before the judge has 
decided the’ point. 

Mr. Bodenham.—You have decided it. 

His Honovur.—I had not decided it. It is my practice 
constantly to throw out suggestions. 

Mr: Bod .—Your Honour said that— 

Mr.Garrold.—There was no decision given at all 

His Hoyovr.—And I call upon you to apologize for the 
conduct you have manifested this morning. 

Mr. Bodenham.—I have nothing to epilinies for. 

His Honovr.—Then I think you are most entirely mis- 
taken in your vocation if you think you have nothing for 
which to apologize to me this morning. 

Mr. Bodenham.—I should be very ready to apologize if 
there was anything to apologize for. 

His Honovur.—I only hope you will live long enough, sir, - 
to be for what you have said. 

Mr. enham.—Perhaps I shall. 

His Honovr.—A more monstrous thing could not be than 
that the young gentleman who, on my coming to this court, 
pe te me in terms of compliment, nay, in terms of 
gratitude, should in two years and a half turn round upon 
me and impute to me that the law as administered by me, 
that the course of things in this court, is not in ce 
with the law of the land. I say it without fear of contradic- 
tion, and I wish it to go through the United Kingdom— 
that no one emanated from Lincoln’s Inn with a better 
reputation for legal knowledge than myself—no one either 
on the bench or at the bar, ‘except it be Lord St. Leonards 
himself. I make that statement. It may sound confident, 
but I say I came here from Lincoln’s Inn with a reputation 
second to none, and yet the very gentleman who most 
kindly at that time expressed his ‘gratitude to me for my 
legal , Paodton which have been the means of educating the 
generation of lawyers for the last twelve or sixteen years, 
should set me at nought, and that I should have the imputa- 
tion of administering a course of things here in a totally 
different manner from other circuits, and, in fact, as not 
observing the law, : 

Mr. Bodenham.—lI never said that. 

His Honovr.—<And that, because Mr. Bodenham does not 
mes? tg to have been present for six months. 

. Bodenham.—TI did not say that. I said that we heard 
rather more of equity than of common law. 

His Honovr.—Isithere in the three-fold capacity of a com- 
mon law judge, vice-chancellor, and commissioner of bank- 

ts ; but I keep my various provinces totally distinct. 

r. Bodenham said he had always understood that equity 
followed law. He had seen documents admitted as a matter 
i This was a case in which he wished to have it 

y: 

x this personalities were allowed to drop, and preséntly 
the case was adjorned for the production of amended particu- 
lars, his Honour reserving the question of costs. 





APPOINTMENTS. 


| - Mr. Groror J, Murnay, of Oldham, Lancashire, has been 
eo = a Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery. 
r, Tusorut.vs Epwanrn Jongs, of Manchester, has been 
appointed a Commissioner to administer oaths in Chancery, 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER, May 28, 1868, 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


SHatt We nave 4 Pustic PxorocRraPHer ? 

Sir,—Now that the science of photography has attained 
such a height, I venture to claim a small space in your 
widely-ci ted journal to bring before thé public the 
members of our profession in particular the immense advan- 
tage that would be derived from it, in the intexest of criminal 
and civil justice, if it were rendered on all em- 
barking from our shores to deposit a recently executed 
Sracaninabasankppaudienn eeemseceinciae 
receipt, registration, an i same, wi 
ordinary signatures subscribed at the foot (possibly the 
— register offices might be made to serve the purpose). 

an: mnagn wane ceaeeianey SER anSnneatheS 7.20, 

i feel need only mention the case of the supposed 

embarkation of the Fenian Deasy for America, followed by 
the inty and consequently continued search for him 
in this country. I would furthermore suggest a periodical 
registration of the photographs and autographs of all her 
Majesty's subjects—say once in five years—and that the 
officer receiving the same should certify that it was at an 
- rate a fair likeness of the depositor; this, Iam convi 
would most materially aid the ends of justice in time coming. 
I would haye appointed in all county towns and ports a 
ras in order Sak permis should. not be 
pleaded as an excuse, who should a photograph of the 
ono at the public expense. Indeed, following in the 

ootsteps of the pg om relating to the public vaccinators, 
I am sure that the outlay would not only be amply repaid 
by its utility, but also se affect in 


the saving it wo 


tracing people it would be one of the best Government 


pecuniary 
exacted on anybody searching the register. 
Hoping to see the subject ventilated, I am, &c., 8. 


5 of course a small fee might be 





Satz spy Avcrion. 


Sir,—In reference to G. A. J.’s query in your last, I appre- 
hend that if any one be liable in damages to the disappointed 
party, it is the auctioneer, because he is entrusted with the 
whole conduct of the sale. Whether or no the auctioneer 
will have his own remedy against the vendor will depend 
upon whether the poet ent of the sale, without Dae ind 
notice, was the fault of the vendor or auctioneer. It 
not, however, necessarily follow that the disappointed party 
on suing the auctioneer will be able to make out a case for 
and G. A. J.’s query is couched in perfectly vague 
and general terms. A Lawyer. 





PARLIAMXNT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
May 18.—The Regulation of Raihoays Bill.—The report 
of emmnhisente was mera 
May 19.—The Friendly Societies Bill was withdrawn. 
The Consecration of Churchyards Act (1867) Amendment 
Bill passed through committee. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

May 16.—The Clerkship of Assize onthe Western Circuit.— 
Captain Hayter asked the Attorney-General whether it 
was true that the Lord Chief Justice of the Common Pleas 
had appointed his son, Mr. William Bovill, last year a lien- 
tenant in the 16th Lancers, to be clerk of assize on the 
Western Circuit, witha salary of £1, if i 





all of whom are = salaries by the country, 
The duties of a clerk of assize are rather of a. ministerial: 
character; they are offices of organization and» routine, 
rather than offices of a legal nature; and in my judgment a 
Di a woearg mn ber would mot find 
is profoun knowledge of much serviee in ing. 
the ie oh lyme orf te, tn cua 
are to i i gao 
of having calendars made out, in order that: nd 
may be fixed at whivh assizes shall be held’ to attend 
upon the judges during the assizes; to act as sheriffs in the 
isi Prius Courts ; to act. as taxing masters in the Crown 


Courts, and to Somes 3 
the question whether is any precedent 
end to the office of clerk of poo of a lieu! 
16th Lancers, I assume that the hon. member intended to 
ask whether there are not instances of judges having ap- 
pointed their sons and near relatives tothese Thereare 
numerous instances. I believe from the time of Lord Tenter- 
Soce cinhekin cf avdics Karn teas tok he ioe 
p of assize, haye i : 
sons and near relatives, and there has: never any 
complaint as to the way in which the duties had been 
The duties of clerk of assize involve, also, the 
pet fi rs 4 = eye ey fmoatle tye} 
ent for the appointment 0 0 emen 
who are talther Vercioters nor on the roll of solicitors, I must 
state that in the three superior courts these ap) ents 
are held by. gentlemen of whom, I believe, two have been 
legal students, but were never called to the bar, and the 
third, at the time he received pa be yearn Whigs was 
either a student in medicine or aggen’ admitted 
asa physician. But I will leave it to anybody in the habit 
eficiently performed by Mts; Campbell, Mz. ‘irley and. Mr, 
cien , A an js 
Pollock. fh the Western Circuit, it is true the Lord 
Chief Justice of the Common Pleas has appointed his son, Mr. 
Bovill, who, after leaving Harrow and passing a creditable 
examination, entered the army, and took the commission of 
lieutenant in the ie pp bot he let fe arm hg 
express purpose 0: to the bar, he began ’ 
he kept three terms, and during that time he was HM 
the chambers of one of the most eminent junior counsel. I 
believe he intends to continue studying for the bar, and his 
appointment is by no means incompatible with his doing s0, 
ough of course it is quite impor that while he is 
clerk of the assize of the circuit he should practise as a barris- 
ter upon it. The clerk ize i ired to exercise a 


general su; 
co to see to the taxation of costs; but in my judg- 
ment gal qualifications are not necessary to the 
of his duties. 
Captain Hayter said he was obliged by the answer, but he 
not help feeling it would be his duty to move the 
reduction of the estimates by the amount required for the 
salaries of clerks of assize. 
Dissolution of Parliament:—Mr. Bouverie maintained that 
it was totally impossible so to abbreviate the process 
istration that a dissolution could be taken early in the 
autumn, and a Parliamentary decision arrived at before 


The Attorney-General said—The th not with 
out difficulty, wasnot impossible. Instead of twenty-five days’ 
ication of the list, ten da , he thinintained: wete aad 
ims and objections i 
and ev 
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revising barristers would be unusually vee 5, Sage difficult, 
re alagpelata the Common Pleas would 
portance. 


of great im- 


May 19.—The Scotch Reform Bill—On the order for com~- 
mittee on this Bill, Mr, Baxter moved :—“ That it be an 
instruction to the committee that, instead of to the 
numbers of. the House, ro have power to chise 
boroughs in England ha y the Rosen y 1861, 

less than 5,000 inhabitants.” 
The motion was ultimately carried by a majority of 217 


ts Bill was then considered in committee. 
The Divorce and Matrimonial Causes Bill passed through 
committee. 


May 19.—The County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Bill, 
as amended, was cotieidered. 

May 20.—The Libel Bil.—Sir Colman O’Loghlen moved 
to go into committee on this Bill. The motion was carried 
by a majority of 108 to. 38. Clauses 1 and 2 were 
to. Clause 3.was . Progress was then reported. 

The Partition Bill passed through committee. 

The County Courts Admiralty Jurisdiction Bill was read a 
third time and passed. 


May 21.—The New Law Courts.—Mr. Peaseasked the Secre- 
tary to the whether the opinion of her Majesty’s At- 
torney-General had been received on the pg J of the award 
of the judges of designs for the law courts, what was the 
egg Ha if delivered to the 

said that the opinion of the Attorney- 
Geet nad Goon rocsinds owt the Treasury were entirely 
at liberty to consider the award as legal. 

The Bribery Bill.—In. committee on this bill. Clause 1 
(short title) was agreed to. Clause 2 (limitation of opera- 
tion to England) was postponed. * Clause 3 (interpretation a 

were agreed to. On clause 5 (to whom ani 

by whom election petitions may be presented; the first of 
the clauses —e the shame of the new tribunal) Mr. 
Mill moved an ent permitting the presentation of 
petitions complaining merely of extensive corruption at the 
election, and not impugning the return of a particular mem- 
ber,. The amendment was negatived by a majority of 219 
to.74, and progress was reported. 

Vagrant Act Amendment Bill.—The clauses were agreed 
to in committee. 





OBITUARY. 


MR. A. H. MORTON. 
The death is announced of Mr. Alexander Henry Morton, 
asolicitor, of Barnard’s Inn, Holborn, who died at Louth, 
ire, on the 14th May, $1. Mr. Morton was 
certificated as an attorney in Term, 1858, and 
formerly carried. on business in pe meth ml 


MR. R, BAYLY. 

Mr. Robert Bayly barrister, committed suicide at 

Brighton, on the 14th May, by deliberate! lacing him- 

on the line of railway, and being decapita a passing 

train. The deceased gentleman was called to the bar at the 

Inner Temple in January, 1835, and was formerly a member 

of the Western Circuit. Mr. Bayly was in his sixty-second 
year, 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 

co Wednesdats of this held in Clement’s Inn Hall, 
he 20th instant, wth Me Stenning 
ae. Dyer, “ Thatit is desirable 
's Bill ‘ or the repeal of certain tests in 

Set Me. Coleen a | the Onabesige should become 
law.” ‘The motion was very strong’ ly opposed by Mr. W. J. 
Fraser and Mr. Drumm ad tee by a large majority. 








trial. in the Divorce Court numbers 174, 
tried without juries, 


LAW STUDENTS JOURNAL. 
EXAMINATIONS AT THE HE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Easter Term, 1868. 
* Pina Examination. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of attorneys and. solicitors of the su geutlomen, unde tho the 
examiners recommended the followi rene ah under the 
“ge of twenty-six, as being entitl 


_ Wiu.usM Harris, who served his cler to 
Messrs _— Eddison, & Ford, of Leeds; Mesars. & 

, Trotter, of Stockton-on-Tees; and Mesers. Sharp & Ullithorne, 
of London. 


Gzorcx Sotomoy J: osErH, B.A., who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Tamplin & Tayler, of London. 

Cuaries Kipson, who served his clerkship to Mr. rac] 
— of Sunderland ; and Messrs. Shum & Crossman, of 


ny Vizarnp, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Vizard & Co., of Dursley; and Messrs. Yas, Goer, 
Anstie, & Young, of London. , 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society ohhdve 
aecordingly awarded the following prizes of books :— 

To Mr. the prize of the Honourable Society of 
Clifford’s Inn. 

a Josrru, the prize of the Honourable Society of 
ew Inn 

To Mr. Krpson and Mr. Vizarp, prizes of the Incorporated 
Law Society. 

The examiners also certified that the following candidates, 
under the oo. 5 of twenty-six, whose names are placed in 
alphabetical order, passed examinations which entitle them 
to commendation :— 

JouN James Dumvitte BorreRs.t, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. John Archbould, of London; and Mr. Ralph 
Arehbould, of London. 

Pig Woutaston Motntrorp, who served his clerkship 

to Mesars. Scarth & Sprott, of Shrewsbury; and Messrs. 
Skilbeck & Griffith, of London. 

Joun Scort, who served his clerkship to Mr. Henry Brown, 
of Wakefield. 

Enwarp Hote Wiese who served his clerkship to 
Mr. Thomas Part, of Wi 

Pad Council have sonbabiiagly awarded them Certificates 
of Merit. 

The examiners further announced to the following 
candidates, whose names are placed in alphabetical order, 
that their answers to the questions at the examination were 
highly satisfactory, and would have entitled them to prizes 
or Certificates of lerit if they had not been above the age 
of twenty-six :— 

Branazon CAMPBELL, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
George Cattell Greenway, of Warwick ; and Messrs. Bell, 
Steward, & Lloyd, of London. 

Frank Cuaxx, who served his clerkship to Mr. Marshall 
Turner, of London. 

Joun Roscoxta, jun., who served his clerkship to 
Mr. a ot Penzance ; and Messrs. Kingdon & 
Cotton, of Lon 

CuarLes Epwarp SHarman, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. John Henry Campion Coles, of Eastbourne. 

Cuartes Joun Henry Tayior, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. John Baker, of London. 

The number of candidates examined in this Term was 


ae of these, eighty-five passed, and seven were post- 





COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY CAUSE LIST. 
Trinity Term, 1868. 

Berors tHE Lorp CHANCELLOR AND THE LoRD Justices. 
= Re cea Pe ww wy, Sole (Wedge 2) 
ow vy. Wrightson (W. — v ie (W.—April 27 

Oct. 5) ’ Wilde v, Sennett 


Co. 7 
Hat. Willian Feb 7) 
Thomas. vy. ‘Cresawell (M— N 





April 17—2nd day) (M.—Nov. 13) 
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Minton v. Kirwood (S8.— 
Nov. 16) 

Bovill v. Cowan pt hd (R. 
—wNov. 25) 

Bovill v. Smith (W.—Nov. 


25) 

Candy v. Arthur (W.— 
Nov. 26) 

London, Chatham and Dover 
Ry. Co. vy. Imperial Mer- 
cantile . Credit Associa- 
tion, Limited (S.—Nov. 29) 

London; Hamburgh and Con- 
tinental Exchange Bank 
y. Spielman (W.—Dee. 4) 

Sar v. Smith (M.— 
Dec, 6 

Henderson v.. Roy (S.— 
Dec. 6) 

Hendetson v. Roy (8.— 
Dec. 6) 

Talbot v. Marshfield (M.-- 
Dec. 10) 

—s v, Thompson (8.— 

2 


White “y Richardson (S.— 
Dec. 14) 


uchamp v. Gt. 
« Co (— 


Kermode . v. Macdonald (R. 

—Dec 

Kent v. The Freehold “i 
and . Brickmaking Co., 

Limited bf ada 93). 


Clark v. ‘Hoekins s— 
Jan. 9) 

Matthews v. Keble (S.— 
Jan. 11) 

bam Thompson (S.— 
Jan. 15) 

Tempest v: Camoys (R.— 
Jan. 15) 


(s.— 


Bower v. The Soriete des 
Affretuers du Great ‘East- 
ern, responsabilite limitee 
(M.—Jan. 28) 

— v. Cox (R.—Jan. 


Llovd v. Banks (R.—Feb. 4) 
Brook v. Badley (R.—Feb. 5 
Brook vy. Archer(W.—Feb. 5 
Rider v. The Local Board of 
Health for the District of 
Welshpool (M.—Feb. 8 
Meters y. Keble (S.—F eb. 


st, ‘ntya v. Smart (M.— 
Feb. 1 

Cragg v. " exander (S.—Feb. 
13 


m v. Bunni S.— 
Feb: 14) ing ( 
Fraser v. Hill (R.—Feb. 15) 
Pattison v. Summers 
Feb. 17) 


Thomas v. Jenkins (S.— 
Feb. 19 
Attorney-General v. Tossel 
(W.—Feb. 20) 
The ae ey: Co., 
Young (Ri— 
Feb. 24) 


Sotheran v. Smear (8.—Feb. 


2 

Dignum v. Deakin  (R.i— 
March 2 

Brandling v. Plummer and 4 
other causes (M.—March 


Kant v. The Freehold Land 
and Brick Making Co., 
Limited (W.—March 4) 

Richmond .v. The North 
London Railway Co. (R.— 
arch 


Pietroni (W.—March 6) : 
Cooke v. Vowles (S.—March 


7) 
Kelly v. Hutton (S.—March 
ll 


Watkins v. Thomas (R.— 
March 16) 

Pickett v. Packham. (R.— 
March 17) 


(S.— 


Bradford. v. ues pam (S. 
—March 

Power v. Colingwood (8.— 
April 9) 

bere tg v. Power (S.— 
April 9) 

Williams v. Dunn (M.— 
April 9) 

Begbie v. Fenwick, Fenwick 
v. Begbie (M.— ‘April 16) 

coher v. Gillespie (8.— 
April 17 

Bradby v. itechurch (M. 
—April 17 


Langham v. The East Wheal 
Rose Consolidated Silver 
Lead Mining Co., Limited 
(W.—April 22) 

Rolason y. Levy (M.—April 
23 


Cellier v. Hinde (R.—April 
24 


) 
Clinch v. Financial Corpora- 
tion, Limited (W.—April 


26 

Pw il The Tottenhamand 
Hampstead Junction Ry. 
Co. (G.—April 29) 

— v. Bolton (S.—April 


Bravad v. Earlof Devon 
(8.—April 30) 
Gosiing v. Thompson (S.— 
May 

Baleston v. Crossley (W.— 
May 15) 


Berore THE Master or Tue Rotts. 


Causes, §c. 

The Pooley Hall neg if Co., 

Limited, v. Crux 
Frape v. Thornton a’ 
Marsden v. Farrer m d 
Nevinson v. Lennard f c 
Percy v. Percy fc 
Freeland v. Pearson fc 
Rutter v. Rutter fc 


Hammond vy. Allen, De Lan- 
cey v. Hammond f ¢ and 2 


sumns 

Kiver v. Tottenham and 
Hampstead Junction Ry. 
Co. md 

Bovill v. Hitchcock c, ev 
viva voce 

Varcoe v. Varcoe md 





Taylor v. Taylor m d 

Earl Beauchamp v. Winn c 

Hodakinege, y. Kelly md 

Bushby v. Fppan. ¢ wit 

Neale v. Ne 

Hoare vy. Wilson, Bart m d 
(June 2) 

The London, Italian and Adri- 
atic Steam Nayigation Cre 
Limited, v. Laming md 

v. Watkin. m d 

White v. Lake md 

Martin v. Henry md 

Henry v. Henry md 

Baker v. Baile: 

Curling v. Child % 

Coulthead v. Binfield m d 

Hood v. Viscount Barrington 

a 


m 

Arden v. Hood ¢ 

Dear v. Webster md 

Sprunt v. pe fc 

— v. Churchill re- 
e 


eee y. Kenworthy fe 
Greenwood vy. Smith md 
Lawrence, Bart., v. Lawrence 


c 
Lloyd v. Lloyd c¢ 
Greetham v. Milnes fc 
Scruby v. Clark. fc 
White v. y md 
Hewitt v. Kaye c 
Gunstone v. The East Glou- 
- cestershire Railway Co. f c 
Bodborough v. Bedborongh 
c 
Cooper v. Hoar ¢ wit 
Watson v. Nicholson f c 
Hills v. Springett fc 


Lord Brougham and Vaux vy; 
Cauvin m d : 

Mortimer v. Berdmore m d 

Parrott v. Shellard m d 

Brown v. Bell f¢ 

Dicker v. Miles md 

Chapman vy, Robinson f ¢ 

Smith v. Wintle c d 

Matthews v. Capper md 

Messeena v. Carr ¢ 

Hawksby v. Delafosse. fc 

Johnson y, Waller m d 

bene ‘cae md 
ater v. Wo md 

Ambre hig ee. fo 

In re int’s Estate, Dell v. 
Larkins, f c & sumns 

Hort v. The Great Eastern 
Railway Co.md 

Austin v. The Great Eastern’ 
Railway Co. md 

Wilday v. Barnett m 4 - 

Wright v, George fc 

Inre Carter’ sEstate, Millerv, 
Gower fc 

Turquand v. a ate 

Barker v. 

Holder v. Barstow f fe c 

Sadd v. King fc 

Attorney-Gen. v. Tempest fc’ 

The Namur & Liege‘ Railway 
Co. ‘v. Cary ce 

Locket v. Cary c 

Carnall v. Harrison f c 

Robinson v. Richmond c 

Gray v. Judd c. 

Cotter v. Reardon md 

Sullivan v. Decker md 

Trevor v. Lloyd f c 

Foster v. Elgin f c 


Berore VicE-Cuancettor Sir Joun Stuart. 


Causes., §c. 
North v. Haslam d 
Gedye v. Symons ¢ w (May 


26 
Starland v. Wade fe 
Huxham v. Bateman cw 
Dear v. Beckwith m d (May 
30) : 
Jones v. Stewart md 
Beadel vy. Perry m d (June 
7 


1 

Corbatt v. The Commis- 
sioners of ‘Her bore, soy 
Works and Public Build. 
ings md 

Penfold v. Reynell fe 

Downs v. The Herne Bay, 
Hampton &_  Reculver 
Oyster Fishery Co. m d 

Eglin v. Dryden ¢ (May 26) 

Laker v. Peisley 

Dutton v. Vincent ¢ 

Brown y. Collett md pt hd 

Purser v. Hog; gee m d 

Hobson v. Great Eastern 
Railway Co. md 

Martin v. Pole md 

Drummond v. Drummond 


m 

Frewen v. The Local Board 
of Health in and for the 
District of Hastings, in the 
County of Sussex md 

Cluff v. Simpson md 

Davies v. Jones md. Davies 
vy. Jones ¢ 

Foster v. Henniker md 

Lawton v. Price fe ° 

Pool v. Fleming fc 


Alton y. Harrison fc ands 
‘Foulsham v. Foulsham fe 


and s 


Poyser v. Harrison f¢ and s 
Pearce v. The Great Eastern’ 
Railway Co. md | 
Davies v. Robinson fe 
io ydv.Chune fc 
ker v. Nugent md 
Ane v. Evans fe 


_...HMerbert v. Herbert c 


Edwards v Gibbs md 
Archer v. Howard md 


Cowper v. Gardiner md 
Pascoe v. Nicholls md 
B v. Samler ¢ wit 


~Block v. Archer fc 


Gonner v. Bumpstead c 

Day v. Day fe 

Sir J. T. Tyrrell, Bart. v. 
The Metropolis Sewage 
and Essex Reclamation 
Co. md 

Turton v. Barber fo 

Dujardin v. Mears md 

Hammond y. Le Bond fc 

Blackmore v. The London & 
South Western Ry. Co. md 

Stevens v. The London, 
Brighton & South Coast 
Ry. Co. md 

Auster v. Haines fe 

Wells v. Flight fc 

Aiken v. Locke fc 

Craig v. Tudor fc 

Atwool v. Edwards md 

Champion y. The Gt Eastern 
Ry. Co. ‘md 

Hebden v. Inman md 

Southgate v. Southgate fc 

Wakeham v. Trew fc 

Slater v. Brookbank ofc 

Maitland y. Philpot fe 
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HollandvGregory ¢ 
Master v. Hooper c 
Palmer v. Palmer fc 
Clifton v. Goodbun. spc 
Curteis v. Godden fc 
Dyke v. Turner md 
Collier v. Collier md 
Pigeon v. Stewart c¢ 
Rothery v. fc 
Kemp v. olds m d 
: on md 


Robinson v. Robinson m d 
Brown v. Brown m d 
Bainbridge v. Affleck f c 
Humfrey v. Roberts f ¢ 
Marshall v Gilliard c 
In re Dutton’s Estate, Her- 
bert v. Harrison f c 
Williams v. Williams ap 
from Anglesy County 
art 


Co 
Bell v. Foster fc 
Chadwick v. Chadwick c 
In re George Dunn’s Estate, 
Fitzpatrick y. Spours fc 
Clowes v. Jee fc 
Josselyn v. Tendring Hun- 
Railway Co. md 


Thomas v. Stockwood md 

Taylor v. Manners m d 

Powell v. Powell m d wit 
(May 27) 

Philbrick v, Tendring Hun- 
dred Railway Co. md 

Dyson v. Lum fc 

Price v. Neath and Brecon 
Railway Co. md 

Prosser v. Jenkins c 

Hetherington v. Markby c 

Brockw: i 


Bromley v. Brunton fc 

Cooper v. Cooper c 

Jowett v. Smith fc 

Cutler v. Cutler fc 

Crawford v. Hayes fc 

Langton v. Bristol & North 
Somerset Railway Co. m d 

Same v. Same md 

Warland v. Gooby fc 

Reynard v. Reynard m d 

Ottley v. Ottley fc 

Lamb v. se c 

Gray v. Gundry c 

Elwes Ve Bernaed fe 

Widdowson v. Kitchen md 

Vyse v. Robins m d 


BzrorE Vicz-Cuancettor Sm Ricwarp Matis. 


Causes $e. 
Baglehole v. Knox dem 
Dierden v. Villiers plea of 

Deft. Villiers 
Dierden v. Villiers plea of 
Deft. Hope 
Farl Vane v. Rigden dem 
t. hd. 
ittemore v. Whittemore 


md 
Johnson v. Hodgson cc wit 
International Bank, Limited, 

vy. Gladstone md 
Attorney-Gen. v. Earl of 

e c(27 May) 
Bruce v. Brown md 
v. Baillie md 


Beyfus 

Pugh v. Pugh c 

Porteus oes 

Bell v. Moore c 

Woodhouse y. Sebborn c 
wit to be cross examined 
pt hd (2nd cause day) 

Finch v. Finch md 


Simcoe v. Vowler md 

Phillipsv. Evans md 

Farmer v. Farmer md 

Breckon v. Russell md 

Rawlings v. The Metropoli- 
tan Ry. Co. md 

Onslow v. The Metropolitan 
Ry.Co. md 

Longeroft v. The Carmarthen 
my Cardigan Ry. Co. 
m 


Bath v. Bath md 
Butler v. Cumpston m d 
_ v. — md 4 
uggeridge v. Adams m 
Ashman v, James md 
Clayton v. Goucher md 
uthee y. James md 
The Metropolitan Board of 
Works v. Sant md 
Parker v. Stones. md 
iomecee 
iner v. Hoy md 
White v. Tho British Mutual 
Life Assurance Co. md 
Fordham vy. Sworder m d 


Bolden v. Adcock md 
Attlee v. Friday fe 
Innes v. Nelson md 
—— - oe m % 
pscomb v. mb spc 
Busby y. Siege ie d 
Sharpin ig = ro md 
Morris v. Walters md 
Symons v. The Metropolitan 
Railway Co. md 
Woolf vy. The Metropolitan 
Railway Co. md 
Chaffers v. Chaffers md 
The British Equitable Assur- 
ance Co. v. The Great 
Western Railway Co. md 
Burbey v. Perrin md 
Beaty v. Curson md 
Inehbald v. Robinson c 
Tooth v. Hallett md 


Ringrose v. Dugdale md 
Morrill v. Withey fc 
Judkin v. Allen md 
Benn v. Bates md 
Mathieson v. Harrod m d 
The Midland Banking Co., 
Limited v. Chambers c 
Travis v. Illingworth fe 
Sale v. The Surrey and Sussex 
Junction Railway Co. md 
Hubbard v. Sir T. F. F 
Boughey ¢ ¥ 
Adamsv. Adams md 
Alecock vy. Goddard md 
Tillett v. Andrews md 
Catton v. Young md 
Salt v. The Hereford, Hay & 
Brecon Railway Co. md 
Paton v. Cladish md 
Justice v. Payne md 
Watt v. Muirhead m d 
Hare v. The London, Brigh- 
ton & South Coast Railway 


Co.md 

Rivolta v. The Metropolitan 
Railway Co.c 

Maxwell v. Walters m d 

Marriott v. Abell fc 

Parker v. Watson c 

Pinsent v. The Vestry of the 
he gg of Kingsteinton 
m 





Kent v. Wickens m d 

Brown v. Bruce c 

Watson v. Newstead m d 

‘Turnor v. Clowes c 

Bryden v. Willett md 

Greenside v. Duggan fc 

Dixon v. Holden m d 

O’Brien v. Davis m d 

Hunt v. Tween md 

Symes v. The Cambrian 
Railways Co. c 

Ladbrook v. Nunn f c 

Walter v. Rutter fc 

Miers v. Whiteley md 

Pilkington v. Myers fc 

— v. Barclay m d pt. 


Marks v. Marks c 

Taylor v. Dowden m d 

Bates v. Gaylor md 

Ripley v. Armstrong f c 

Coles vy. Morris md 

Mitchell v. the Great Eastern 
Railway Co. c 

Stevens v. Bowen c 

Bastard v. Paige s c 

Crickmore v. Freestone m d 

Williamson v. Bateman md 

Wimble v. Miller m d 

Wright v. The Seed Crushing 
Co., Limited md 

Wright v. Larmuth fc 

Thompson v. Templer fc 

Tricks v. Hobbs md 

Blest v. Asslin c 

Johnson-v. Lander md 

Gowland v. Holloway md 

Perrin v. Burbey md & 


sum 
Dear v. The Clarence Hotel 
Co., Dover, Limited ¢ 


ern Ry. Co. md 
etropolitan Bank, 

Limited, v. Nott md 

= ev. Baron Middleton 
m 

Adams v. The Metropolitan 
& John’s Wood Ry. Co. 
m 

Harrison y. Same md 

Maclean vy. Same md 

Crossley v. Dixon c 

Rabbitts v. Wormald md 

Bull vy. The Ventnor Harbour 
Co. md 

Taylor v. Robertson m d 

Drax v. The Somerset & 
Dorset Ry. Co. md 

Parsons v: The Great East- 
ern Ry. Co. md 

Cawker v. The Great East- 
ern Ry.Co. md 

Read v. Foot md 

Gough v. Gough md 

Armitage v. Ashten md 

Osborn v. Osborn md 

Johnson v. Lec md 

Bigge v. Darnell c 

Pugh. Arton md (May 26) 

Hallett v. Commissioners of 
Works md 

Earl of Romney v. Sevenoaks, 
Maidstone & ‘Tunbridge 
Ry Co md - 
Iron Works, Shipbuilding 
and Graving Docks Co., 
Limited md 

Harding v. Spiller md 

Earl of Cork v. Webster 
md 


Brrore Vice-CHancettor Sim G. M. Girrarp. 


Causes, §c. 
Wilton v. Atkinson m d 
t hd 
Walter v. Parker exons 
Mann vy. Grylls c 
Vivian v. Jervoise, Bart, 


m 

Morris v. Randle c 

Chillingworth v. Chilling- 
worth sp c 

The Great Eastern Ry. Co. 
vy. Bolekow, Vaughan & 
Co., limited md 

Salwey v. Ogle md 

Newall vy. Telegraph Con- 
struction & Maintenance 
Co., Limited c wit 

Bovill v. Daw c wit 

Attorney-Gen. v. Edmunds 
c wit (May 26) 

Bovill v. Brown c wit 

The Skegby Colliery Lime & 

i Go, Limited, v. Ab- 


Ellis v. Carter md 
Taylor v. Broadwater md 
Ferrier v. Atwool c 
Atwool v. Ferrier c, Ten- 
nant v. Trenchard m d 
Clay v. Adamson c 
Thomas v. Nurse md 
Williams v. Homfray c 
Mann v. Kendall c¢ 
Reynardson v. Wilkin md 
Hastings v. Symons md 
Sichel v. The Mercantile and 
Exchange Bank, Limited 


m d, wit 

The London Bank of Mexico 
& South America; Limited, 
v. Hart c 

Howard v. Walker md 


Spicer v. The Metropolitan 
Railway Co md 

Adames v. Hallett c, wit 

Thomas v. Lewis md 

Stagland v. Gardner md 

Juniper v. Batchelor c 

Phillips v.Grime md 

Brenand v. Miller md 

Arrizoni v. Guanziroli , 
wit 

Cox v. Bennett md 

Lockwood v. The London & 
North Western Railway 
Co md 

Symes v. Holmes md 

Earl of Ashburnam y. The 
London, Brighton, and 
South Coast Railway Co. 
md 

Morton v. Blenkarn md 

Dobson v. Bowness tr by ju 

Carter v. Ellis md 

Peirce v. Worth md 

Wilkinson v. Schneider m d 

Tomlinson v. Wall md 

Collinson v. Normon md 

Me Donnell v. Levick md 

Dinevor v. Baskcomb md 

Collins v. Collins md 

Williams v. Reynolds ¢ 

Horner v. Darwin ec 

Earl of Rosslyn v. Kerrison 
f 


c 
Anderson v. Godbold c 
Blake v. Hardwick fe 
Slater v. Slater fc 
Hall v. Burton md 
Stanford v. Lloyd c ; 
Steele v. The Midland Rail- 

way Co md 
Budden v. Coles md 
Boulusis v. Peake md 











Miller v. Hall md 
Peareth v. Marriot fc 
Tremingham v. Maud m d 
Phillips v. The Glamorgan 
Tron Coal Co., Limited 
d 


m 
Dorsey v. Beal md 
Browett v. The Great 
Eastern Railway Co. md 
Crofts v. Hurst m d 
Batterbee v. Dyer f c 
Webster vy. Manby fc & 2s 
Pilcher v. The Great East- 
ern Railway Co. c 


Grunwell, jun, v. Garner j 


m 
Windham y. Cooper f ¢ 
Jones: v. The Great Eastern 
Railway Co. md 
Whitehouse v. Moore c 
Briscoe vy. Carpenter f ¢ 
Jarvis v. Giscard m d 
Hargreaves v. Elliott c 
Key, Bart., v. Hilton md 
The Ottoman Go., Limited, 
v. Farley c 
Attorney-Gen, v. Lowe c wit 
Nicholson v. Beckett c 


COURT OF PROBATE 
AND 


COURT FOR DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL 
CAUSES. 


Srrrines IN AND AFTER Trinity TERM. 
Divorce Court. 

The Court will take such of the special jury divorce 
cases as have already been once appointed and not disposed 
of, including the cases of Bland v. Bland and Stormont ; and 
Dering v. Dering and Blakeley, Capel and the Queen’s Proctor 
intervening on Friday, May 22nd, Saturday 23rd, Wednesday 
27th, Thursday 28th, ener 29th May, and until finished. 

Causes without juries will be taken on Friday, May 29th, 
if the above divorce special juries are concluded, and on 
Saturday, May 30th, Wednesday, June 3rd, ‘Thursday 4th, 
Friday 5th, Saturday 6th, Wednesday 10th, Thursday 11th, 
Friday 12th, Saturday 13th, Wednesday 17th, Thursday 
18th, Friday 19th, Saturday 20th. 

The probate causes without juries will be taken first. 

The full court will sit to deliver judgment in the case of 
Corrance v. Corrance and Lowe, on Tuesday, June 2nd, at half- 
past ten o’clock, before the motions are taken. 


TRIALS BY JURY. 


Wednesday, June 24th, and every succeeding day, except 
Mondays and Tuesdays, until Friday, July 31st, inclusive. 

The trials by jury in the Court of Probate will be taken 
first, unless otherwise appointed. 

The judge will sit in chambers to hear summonses at 
eleven o'clock, and in court tohear motions at twelve o’clock, 
on Tuesday, May 26th, and on every succeeding Tuesday 
until July 28th, inclusive. 

All papers for motions must be left with the Clerk of the 
Papers before two o'clock on the previous Thursday. 








Mr. De Tracey Gould, of the American Bar, attended at 
the Lambeth County Court, on Tuesday, and asked permis- 
sion to appear for a friend who was plaintiff in one case and 
defendant in another; the twe actions being cross actions. 
Mr. Kemp, who was counsel on the other side, objected, but 
Mr. Pitt Taylor said he was entrusted with discretionary 
power in the matter, and should grant the application, 
especially as Mr. Gould had assured him that he appeared 
for a friend without fee or reward. Mr. Gould's client lost 
both causes. 


The adjourned proceedings against Mr, Eyre, at Bow-street 
Police Court, were resumed on Tuesday and continued on 
Wednesday, when Mr. Vaughan stated that, after hearing all 
that had been urged, he felt it to be his duty to commit Mr. 
Eyre for trial. As to the question of law he must follow the 
ruling of the Lord Chief Justice in the case of Reg. v. Nelson 
and Brand. As to the legality of the proclamation issued by 
Mr. Eyre, and the questions whether, under the circumstances, 
Mr. Eyre was justified in issuing and in continuing it in force 
as he did, those would be entirely questions for the grand jury. 


a:Mr. William Gill, a barrister of the Inner Temple, has been 
itsbarred by the benchers of that socicty. Some months back, 

appears, a case occurred in one of the police courts, in the 
course of which it was allegedthat, while acting as counsel in a 
chancery suit for a lady (with whom hewas also living on terms 
of peculiar prizate intimacy), he uscd his influence with her, in 
an unprofessional manner, to obtain control over a sum of money 
which was involved in the suit. On these facts becoming public, 
the benchers of the Inner Temple instituted a careful search- 
ing enquiry into the charges brought against Mr. Gill, which 
has terminated iu the decision to disbar that gentleman. Mr. 





Gill was called tothe bar in June, 1851, and has hitherto practised 
ag an equity draughtsman and conyeyancer. 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


ENGLISH FUNDS AND RAILWAY STOCK. 
Last Quotation, May 22, 1868. i 
(From the Oficial List of the actual business transacted.) 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent, Consols, 945 Annuities, April, 85 12'7-16 

Ditto for Account, June 4, 939 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug, 1908 

3 per Cent. Reduced, 93§ Ex Bills, £1000, iy t. 10pm 

New 3 per Cent., 933 Ditto, £500, Do 10 pm 

Do. 8 per Cent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, £100 & £200, 10 pm 

Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. 794 Bank of E Stock, 

Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’72 1053 Ct, (last year) 248 

Annuities, Jan, 80 — Ditto for Account, 
INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 

India Stk., 10} p Ct.Apr.’74, 216 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C,, Jan.’72 105 

Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May, ’79 109} 

Ditto 5per Cent., July, ’80 116 Ditto mtures, per Cent., 


Ditto for Account, — = "64 — 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 88 103 Do. Do., 5 per Cent,, Aug. °73 1052 
Do. Bonds, 5 por Ct., £1000,20 pm 


Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — ( 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent. 89}| Ditto, ditto, under £1006, 20 pm 


54 per 





RAILWAY STOCK. 





Railways, 








Bristol and Exeter ..e...ssscsesereesesereesenees!| 
ita 





Glasgow and South-Western srrsseoree 
Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .......000. 
Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2 w.s..000 
Great Northern 
Do., A Stock* 
Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
Great Western— Or: eo 
Do., West Midland—Oxford 
Do.,do.—Ne rt ° “0 
Lancashire and Yorkshire ...........00+ ose 
London, Brighton, and South “oast...... 
Lou don, Chatham, and Dover.........s0000 
London and North-Western......... 














Do., Birmingham and Derby . .......00++ 
North British H 
North London 


10., 18 
North Staffordshire,.....cccccesseessecereeneeees 
South Devon 
South-Eastern 
Taff Vale 

















Stock 

















* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. bas been paid to B. 


Monzy Market anv City INTELLIGENCE. 

The funds have exhibited much firmness throughout the 
week, with the exception of one — relapse occasioned by the 
anticipations of a dissolution of Parliament. The prices, 94§ to 
94% for delivery, and 93 to 93% ex dividend, show a continua- 
tion of the late advance. Almost all descriptions of foreign se- 
curities, in like manner, have been strong, and the railway 
market maintained a firm tone until quite the close of the week. 

Altogether the markets, especially Consols, show a consider- 
able tendency to rise if. any circumstance, such, for instance, as 
an extensive sale, should occur to give an initiatory impetus. 

The Great Britain Mutual Life Assurance Society announces 
a new system of eparicerr | profits, by which the bonuses may 
be applied first in extinguishing the premiums after a certain 
number of payments, and after that date in advancing the period 
at which the policy is to become pay able. 





Rois CHAMBERS.—REMUNERATION OF OFFICIAL LIQUIDA- 
rors.—This morning scale of remuneration to official liqui- 
dators adopted by the Master of the Rolls and the Vice-Chancel- 
lors with the sanction and approval of the Lord Chancellor, was 
exhibited at chambers. It has long been a “vexed question” with 
liquidators, and the F pmnens scale hasbeen decided upon, with 
liberty as a matter of equity to alter the same where it shall be 
deemed necessary. Itisa ‘sliding scale” astotheassets. The lowest 
fee to an official liquidator per day of eight hours, in a case where 
the amount divisible to creditors is small, is £1, and it increases 
untilit reaches £12 per day, where the assets are over £500,000. 
The clerks of the liquidators, under regulations, are to be paidat 
the rate of “ one per hour.”” Every application by an 
official liquidator for remuneration must "be supported an 
affidavit ot the time devoted by himself and clerk to the liquida- 
tion, The court ag Xa advances on account to the official 
liquidators for the labour taken by them in the affairs of winding 
up companics.— Express. 5; 
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ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 
AT THE MART. 
: May 13:—By Messrs. Norton, Trist, Watney, & 
prechold residence and stabling, situate at West-hill, Wandsworth, let 
at £65 per annum—Sold for 1,150. 
Freehold, » Nos, 5 and 6, Love-lane, Wandsworth, producing 
£40 16s. per annum—Sold for 


Freehold, 2 houses; with stonemason’s-yard, situate in'Love-lane, Wands- 
worth, let on lease at £60 per annum—Sold for £1,000, 

Freehold, 2 — situate in Elizabeth. 
producing £22 < 


By Messrs. Dent & Son. 
Freehold } house and shop, No. 57, Leatherlane, Holborn, let on lease at 
annum—Sold for £1,020. 
id ‘house Cy sho ‘eu ah6. No. 58, , Leather-lane, let on lease at £60 per 


-place, Love-lane, Wandsworth, 
S per annum—Sold for £300. 


Freehold poem ant garden, and cotbelidings, and an enclosure of 
meadow land, containing ta lr 19p, situate at Edlesborough, Bucking- 
_ ham —Sold for £290. 


BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 





BIRTHS. 

CLENNELL—On May 18, at 41, Shore-road, Hackney, the wife of 
Walter Clennell, Esq., Solicitor, of a son. 

DORMAN—Oa pe Mag 15, at. the Firs, Lenrie-perks Sydenham, the wife 
of Charles Doi rman, Esq. of a daugh ter. 

ee May 18, at mersmith, the wife of William Charles 

h, Esq., Solicitor of a daughter. 

adsti~On May 18, at No. 1, Devagnde-terenen; North-gate, Regent’s- 
park, 3 N.W., the wife of William F. Gush, Exq., of a son. 

PI NIGER— On May 14, the wife of Broome Pinniger, Esq., Solicitor, 
of Newbury, of a son. 

SILLS—On May 13, at 10, Elgin-crescent, the wife of George Sills, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son. 

TARRANT—On May 14, at 5. Norfolk-villas, Upper Westbourne-ter- 
race, the wife of Harry Jefferd Tarrant, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a 


daughter. 
TWYFORD—On May 18, at Trotton House, Wimbledon, the wife of 
Angustus 3. Twyford, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES, 
LAING—MACDONALD—On May 14, at St. Mark’s, Torquay, John 
George Laing, Esq., Barrister-at- Law, of Lincoln’s-inn, to Margaret, 
daughter of Alexander Macdonald, Esq., late of Johnston, Aberdeen- 


shire 

SKEET—WILBY—On May 16, at St. Michael’s Church, Bishop’s Stort- 
ford, Herts, Robert Skeet, Esq., Solicitor, of Gray’s-iun, to Alison 
Jane, daughter of Thomas Wilby, Esq., of Winitah House, Bishop’s 


Stortfor 

TOMKIN —BECKHAM—On May 19, at St. George’s, Bloomsbury, John 
Boyce Tomkin, Esq., Solicitor, to Madeline Mary Ann, daughter of 
the late Captain Horatio beidian, & = Majesty’s 43rd Regiment. 


BAYLY—On May M4 Robert 1 ity Sisq., Barrister-at-Law, of 3, 
Denmark terrace, Brigh ‘ton, Bary 2. 

BELL—On May 15, at 20,Great King-street, Edinburgh, John Beat- 
son Bell, Esq., Writer to the Signet, of Glenfarg. 

HELLYEK—On. May 14, at ——— N. Wales, Wm. Vario 
Hellyer, Esq., seep eget ood aged 82, 

MORTON—On Ma rw ths at Louth, Lincolnshire, Alexander Henry 

Morton, Esq., Sol citor, by 2, Barnard’s-inn, Holborn, aged 31, 


LONDON GAZETTES. 


eTAinding-up of Point Stock Comyantes, 
Frripay, May Li, 1868, 
LimitED IN Ouanogny. 

Arni Marble. Company (Limited ).—-Vice-Chancellor Stuart has fixed May 
25 at 12, at his chambers, as the time and place for the appointment of 
an official liquidator, 

Athens and Pirgus aaleey Company Veg coe —Petition for winding 
up, presented May 13, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
a on May 15. Nisbet & Co, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, solicitors for the 
petitioners. 

Confident Life Fire Assurance and Loan Company (Limited).— Petition 
for winding up, presented May 6, directed to be heard before Vice- 
Chanceilor Giffard on May 25. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry, solicitors for 
the petitioner. 

Imperial Steam and Household Coal Company (Limited).—Vice-Chan- 
cellor Malins has fixed May 25 at 12, at his chambers, as the time and 
place for the appointment of an official liquidator. 

Worle and Weston-super-Mare Bre andMalting Someeny (Limited), 
— Petition for win up, presented May 12, directed to be heard before 
Vice-Chancellor Malins on May 25. ‘ead & Daubeny, King’s Bench- 
walk, Temple, solicitors for the petitioners. 

Tuespayx, May 19, 1868, 
LIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

Oxford and Canterbury Hall er hard (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor Gif- 
fard has, by an order dated May 7, ordered that the above company 
be wound up, Lewis & Co, old Seury, solicitors for the petitioner. 

UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY, 

Plymouth Exchange Company.—Petition for winding up, presented May 
14, directed to be before Vice-C lior Maiins, on May 29, 
Harris, Stone-b!dgs, Lincoln's-inn, solicitor for the petitioners. 


Friendly Societies Besssldes. 
. Tuespay, May 19, | 
Fair Oak Benefit Society y, George-inn, ‘air Oak. Southampton. May li. 
Firemen and ‘I'radesmen’s Friendly Society, Yew ‘I'rce Inn, Blaina, Mon- 
mouth. May 14. 


@ridttors under Patates tn Chancery, 
Last Dav of Proof. 
Fripay, May 15, 1868. 
om a , Geo, Leeds, Pork Butcher. June 16. 
uart, 





Bower v Smith, V.C. 





Tunnicliffe, Frede Warner, Biana, Stafford, Gent, June 21. 
morland » Tununicliffe, V.C. Stuart. 


Tuespay, May 19, 1868. 
_—, Geo, Manch, Gent. June 2, Nicholls v Hilditch, V.C. 
1 . 


West- 


Trevitors under 22 & 23 Wiel. cay. 35. 
tee Day of _e 


DAY, «4 15, 
abe John, Belchford, Lincoln, F Cae. +~— 20. Clitherow, Horn- 


Migedvrertl ert, saben Horncastle, Lincoln, Innkeeper. June 20. Clitherow, 

orncas 

Gasuaniahh. ‘Richa, Grosvenor villas, Loughborough-pk, Gent. Aug tl. 
Ivimey, Staple-inn 

a ig Jas, Sheffield, Merchant. June 20. Hooles & Tattershall, 


— — mneers Melsonby, York, Yeoman, July 10. Hunton, Rich- 


ivemn, a Wm Fredk, St Alban’s-rd, Kensington, Gent. Aug 12, Hughes 
& Co, St Swithin’s-] 

Ferguson, John, Carlisle, Cumberland, Esq. July 13. Saul, Carlisle. 

Gad, eo ua, Bedford-st, Islington, Gent. Aug 1. Sparling, King’s- 
road. » Bedford-row. 

James, Geo Alex, Exsex-st, Strand, Attorney. June 1. Macarthur, 
Essex-st, Strand. 

Knott, Geo, Havelock-cottages, Cranbrook-st, Bethnal-green, Gent. 
June 30. Donne, Prince’s-st, Spitalfields. 

Leedham,Geo, Belper, Derby, Innkeeper. July 11. 

hae Sarah Maria, Gloucester, Spinster, July 1. 


M » Derby. 
Whatley, Mitchel 
ails "Danl, Melford, Suffolk, Gent. June 24. Turner & Deane, 
Colchester. 


= Ann, Sheen Vale, Mortlake, Widow. Jane 20. Godden, Old 
ollnast, John Josiah, Manch, Goldsmith, July 11. Earle & Co, 
owen, John, Welshpool, Montgomery, Gent. July 7. Minshall, 
Packs, Gas Wm, Branksome Tower, Dorset, Esq. July 8. Miles & Co, 


te: 
Pashley, Hy, Sheffield, Gent. June 1, Creswick, rare aw al 
Poore, Geo Jas, L 1, Gent. July 4. Jenkins & Rae, Lpoo! 
Robinson, Saml, ravesend, Kent, Gent. June 20. tinecow; Horn- 


castle. 
Shepherd, Benj, Bath, Gent. July 15. Petgrave, Bath. 
Slater, Robt, Crowborough, Kent,Gont. “May ‘3. Tatton, Lower 
Phillimore-pl. 
—_— danas Cosses Garden, Licensed Victualler. July 15. Woodbridge 


Peter, - Trezevant, Carroll, Louisiana, North America, Planter. 
June 25 im & Phillips, Church-ct, Lothhary. 

Withers, Nicho , Edenbridge, Kent, Shopkeeper, June 30. Pearless 
& Sons, East Grinstead. 

TvuespaY, May 19, 1868. 

Barratt, Jas, sen, Newark-upon-Trent, Nottingham, Joiner. June 8. 
Hodgkinson & Pratt, Newark-upon-Trent. 

Bromhead, Wm Abraham, Buxton, Derby,Comm Agent. Jnne 15. 
Sale & Co, Manch. 

—= . John Cooper, Lioyd-sq, Clerkenwell, Printer. June 15. Harri- 


July 1. 


May 2. wae. Reg May 14. 
ay 


Go, Bedford-row. 

nee. Eliz Sarah, Carlton Hall, nr Ravenglass, Cumberland, 
Widow. June 22. Nicol & Son, Queen-st, Cheapside. 

Crosby, Jas, Church-ct, Old Jewry, Solicitor. June 30. Crosby, 
Dane’s-inn, Strand. 

Dix, sous Brighton, Sussex, Surgeon. June 30. Cooper & Co, 
Bri 
Fite Hat Harriet, Maidenhead, Berks, Spinster. Brown, Maid- 

Foreman, Micaih Chambers, Ely, Cambridge, Corn Merchant, July !. 
Foreman, Gresham-st. 

ie + ai John, Dorset-ter, Clapham-rd. July 1. Fraser, Dean-st, 
Soho, 

Fuller, Fras, St Helters, Jersey, Lieu-Col. July 1. Western & Sons, Gt 
James- -t, Bedford-row. 

Hill, Geo Wm, Lytham, Lancaster, Esq. June 30, Buck & Dicksons, 
Preston. 

Mortimer, Mary, Euston-villa, Shepherd's Bush, Spinster. July 19. 
Goren, South Molton-st, Oxford-st. 

freee. Geo Forage Gt Marlow, Bucks, Stationer. June 30. Lott & 

‘ogers, — 
easton, Lote, , Beccles, Suffolk, Widow. June 20. Copeman & Son, 
ae Rev “ipmch = Clopton, Suffolk, Clerk in Holy Orders. June 27 
Westhorp, 
Wayne, Thos foore, South Warnborough, Hants, Esq. June 30. 
Turner & Go, Red Lion-sq. 
reds registered pursuant to Bankiuyptey Act, 1861. 
Fray, May 15, 1868. 

xe se John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Agent, May7. Comp. Reg 

Aspealow, John, ae, ee Blackfriars-sd, Hat Manufacturer. 
May 11. Comp, ay | 

Barton, ‘or Easoxsty Strand, Advertisement Contractor. May 4. 

1 
Ep, Boot Maker. 

Petey 18 Edwd Pearson, Uxbridge, Iron Roller. Comp. 

Birch, Sam, Stockport, Chester, Cotton Waste Spinner. May 6 
Asst. Reg May 13. 

Bowtell, Jas Mark, & George Golding Bowtell, Boia sans 1 Clapham- 
cemmon, Upholsterers, Apmli5. Comp. Reg May 13. 

Broomhall, Benj, & John ay Hugman, Westbourne-grove, Drapers, 
April 15, Asst, Reg May 13 
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Carter, John, Headstone, Harrow, Gent. May 14. Comp. Reg 
a rm Alfred, Maidstone, Kent, Stone Merchant. April29. Asst. 
Cuapel ion, St John’s-st-rd, Milliner, April 17. Comp. Reg 
oy wie Barnstaple, Devon, Painter. April 17. Asst. 
Cobon, zawa, Falmouth, Cornwall, Grocer. April 22. Asst. Reg 
=. toe, Victoria-ter, Hackney-wick, Dairyman. May 5, Comp. 
Cum Robt, Upper Ta Tooting, Surrey, Innkeeper’s Assistant. April 22. 
mp. y | 
> —ae, Rodhester-row, Westminster, Publican, April 18, 
mp. 
onan Jonathan, "Gt St Thomas the seein, London. Wholesale 
Stationer. April 20. Cemp. wer Fan 
Thos, Gloucester, Plumber. w= Ay ‘Asst. Reg May 15, 
Dean, John, Alfred Welsh, Manch, Wine Merchants. May 5. Asst. 
eg 
Devonshire, Airy, ion Map te.” York, Jet Ornament Manufacturer. 
ssi 

oe, aan Lpoel, Provision Dealer, April 13, Comp. Reg 
Elma iis, te, Surrey, Grocer. May 7. Comp. Bee May 14. 
Ellis, Wm, Darli ton, Darha, Clerk. Aprill4. Comp. Reg May 12. 
a ywell, Lewisham, Builder. April 24, rr Reg 


Evans, Chas, Manch, Grocer, April27. Comp. Reg May | 
Fergaton, J Jas, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Corn filler. April ai. Asst. 
~ ty »Juda-st Euston-sq, Refreshment House Keeper. May 7. 
. Reg May 1 
rancis, Wm, St Ewe, Cornwall, Grocer. May 12. Comp. Reg 


} feat mar eat Morden-rd, Mitcham, Builder, May 13. 
ogi, We Wn, Banbary, Oxford, Carpenter. April 18. Asst, Reg 


Glover, Wm, Ross, Hereford, Outfitter. April28. Asst. Reg May 14. 
’ ees Shaftsbury, Dorset, Law Student. May 2, Comp. 


Gaoteion Rot Robt nat All Saint’s-rd, Westbourne-pk, Builder. April 21. 
Comp. May 14. 
= Dennis, Oldbury, Worcester, Publican, May12, Comp. Reg 


13. 
Greey, Geo, Upper-st,Islington, Draper. April 20. Asst. Reg May 15. 
Halcomb by pose Bristol, Posting Master. May 11, Comp. Reg 


Haslam, = Stratford, Essex, Grocer. May 6. Comp. Reg May 8. 
Hayward, Thos, Warwick, Baker, Aprill6. Asst. Reg May 13. 

—_ yee Anchor-rd, Bermondsey, Baker. May 1. Comp 
Bt r alary Frances, New Barnet, Herts, Widow. May 13. Comp, 
ee sort Hunslet, Leeds, Shopkeeper, April17. Comp. Reg 
Softy, fal, Ipswich, Suffolk, Cabinet Maker. May 4. Comp. Reg 
Joheon, io Robt, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Ale Merchant. April 25, Asst. 

ig May 12. 
King, Hy Tucker, Birm, Comm Agent. April 28, Comp. Reg May 13. 
Kirby, Wm Chas, Newcast! erronstio-p, Kdgware-rd, Coffee-house-keeper. 
Ld 15. Comp. Reg 

sr my ie Tennis-ct, High ‘Holborn, Lithographer. May 8. Comp 
Lachman, Hy Docker, Manch, Comm Agent, April 17. Asst. Reg 


MeCaliann, John, Carlisle, Joiner. April is. Comp, Reg g May 18 
or went King-sq, St Lukes, Artificial Florist. April ! Comp. 


gates = Josey Norfolk-rd, Dalston, Agent. Aprill5. Comp. Reg 


“Morgan, Evan, jun, Tony refail, nr Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Black- 


smith, May 14. Comp, Reg Ma 15. 
p Haast, Soper Nantygio, Menmouth, Grocer, April 25. 


Comp. 
Morris, eg bs be Ds J Sas eager Field, Hanover-st, Long Acre, Engineers, 


a! s year, § ns tag Pri 15. Comp, Reg May 13. 


jah, Leeds, Leather Comp. Reg 


Haym, Finsbury-chmbrs, Bloomfield-st, Merchant. 

April28. Asst, Reg May 13. 
, Jebn, Flockton, York, Joiner. April 15. Asst. Reg May 13, 
ho a & Geo Smith, Norwood, Builders. May 4, Asst. Ze 


May 15 
Peat. John, pha? Zenit, Pudsey, York, Wool Extractors. April 16. 


Rice, vy Barasiaple, Devon, Currier. April27. Asst. Reg May 13. 
Hoberts, Maria, Clan de-villas, Denmark-hill, Widow. May 12. Comp. 


eg May 12. 
none, Hobe Wim, Ci , Claude-villas, Denmark-hill, Accountant. May 12. 
Comp. 
ati —— Yan Al 7 Pe Lindengrove, Peckham Rye, Gent. 
e: 
panto ge ih, Shetiel, Hatucr, April 15. Comp. Reg May 12 
ee ee Tottenham-cterd, Rag Merchant. April 20. 


Smith, Taichd. York, ey April 21. fay 13. 
Southwell, Alfred John, Bevois Valley, Qt Baker. May 4, 


eum Reg May 14. 
Taylor, John ohn Lees, eorhouae Koper May 6. Comp. Reg May 18, 
J . rhouse D! i Reg Ma 4 
ae Stafford, Tent Dealer. May 11, Comp. Reg May 13. 


Tuer, Gas, Rugby, Warwick, Corn Geabion. ‘April 18. Asst, Reg 





—_— Rbt, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Cooper. May 11. Comp 

yl 

Wainman, John Shaw, Leeds, Joiner. 21. Asst. i. ie May 14. 

Walker, Jas, Lpool, Merchant. May 4. t. bee A 

Walter, Wm, Coventry, Butcher. May 7. Asst, ay 14, 

Wet Tprateae, Maidenhead, Berks, Gent. May ll. Asst, Reg 

Watson, Ricardo Llondoff, Gt Winchester-st-bldgs, Merchant. May 1 
Comp. Reg May 14. 

Walon Geo » Duke-st, Chelsea, Farniture Dealer. May 7. Comp. Reg 

White, Mark, Windsor, Berks, Carpenter. April27. Asst. Reg 

Walia, Richd, Swansea, Glamorgan, Undertaker. May 9. Comp 
wool, J Marsh, Faversham, Kent, Bootmaker. Aprill7. Comp 

May 14, 
rise re Wardour-st, Oxford-st, Oarver. May 14. Comp. Reg 


May 15 
: TunspaY, May 19, 1868. 
eo ee York-rd, Lambeth, Bath Proprietor. May 18. Comp. 
Adams, J John, Chester Baker. 12, Reg 18. 
n, Louis Carl, & Mitty Burne Burnett, Gt St Helen’s 

yo May 4. Comp. eu 

= Chas how Mag! nen tol, Furniture Painter. May I5 
mp. 


—_— sone, » Maret Harborough, Leicester, Hotel Keeper. May 
mp. 
“ere , Willis, South Stockton, York, Innkeeper. April 27, Comp 


ig May 
yer, Geo, 1, Ale Merchant, May 13. as Reg mar I 
Besdley poe, Xt ds, Machine Maker. 2. Asst. Reg vat 
Bassey, Hy win, Blackman-st, douthart, Eating-house 
oume 28. woo ny Nehemiah > Reg May 16. 
ae — ehemiah, Southampton, Coal Merchant. May 4. Comp 
ay | 
Cheek, Geo, Printer. May 14. Asst. Reg May 16. 


Hyde-st, Orford.st, 
Coeper, Richd John, 5 Worcester, Licensed Victualler. May 
16. Comp. Reg May 
SS Wollingvon, “Dorham, Builder. May 2. Asst. Reg 


Croskey, ~~ Rodney, Cannon-st, Merchant. May 16. Comp, 
Crease sa, iighe-aty Portland-town, Cheesemonger. April 20. 
m0 


ip. Keg 
Davey, Chas, Cha 4 Kent, Draper. May8. Comp. Reg May 16. 
- my ‘Newport, Monmouth, Grocer. April 24. Comp. Reg 
Drew, rH eee, Hants, Hotel Proprietor. May 4. Comp. 

ng, Robt, East Coatham, York,Comm Agent. May 5, Comp. 


Reg May 18. 
Eastwood, Thos, Socksale, Lancaster, Cotton Manufacturer. May 18, 
Comp. Reg my 
Elwood, Gervase, Mary Ann ag ee oes Lincoln, Farmers. 
Lincoln, Farmers ee 30. Asst. ve 
tol Agent. aay 1 Comp. Reg May 19. 
Genese, Sam, pool Printseller. May 14. Comp. Reg May 16. 
Gibson, John, Blackburn, Lancaster, Eartheware Ha 
Asst. Reg May 16. 
ose a Bute Town, Cardiff, Builder. April 21. Asst. Reg 
May 
et Thos, Darley Abbey, Derby, Miller. April 22, Asst. 
Reg May 
Hellhouse, Thos, Southampton, Brewer. April 18. Asst. Reg May 15. 
Ss Wie Geo, Iverheath, Buckingham,Gent. March 3i, Asst. 
% May | 
Heymass, Eawa, & Sogte ee Eee, Leadenhall-st, Fruit 


Merchants. April 30. Asst, my Ay 
Hill, Wm, Leeds, Cabinet Maker. april 9. Comp. jae Compe Reg 


i Howes-st, Kingsiand-rd, » Farrier. 
= Jou, jun, & Jas, Clark, Brighton, Oabinet Makers. ae 
Hop eEhwa ‘Arod, Basingstote, Southampton, Currier. May 9. 
nacre Be, Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Boot Maker. April 29. 


Pp. 
Ingle, Wm ial’ Shefhcld, Smith. April 18. Asst. Bes May i¢. 
Jackson, Fredk, Maltby, North Woolwich, Baker. May 4. Comp 


em Sg 4 1, 
ming ts ohn Black, Bolton, Lancaster, Draper. May 8. Asst. Reg 
~ J esson, Richd Saml, Upper North-st, Poplar, Baker. May 8. wien 


7 Ree May 19 
Johnson, HY ‘Sheffield, Screw Maker. April 26. Comp. Reg 
Lamb, Hy Michael, St von. i Grove, New Wandsworth, Bui 


May 13. inne ear 
City-rd, Draper. May 4. Comp. Reg May 5. 
Liddell, oy 18, ponent ef Durham, Corn Miller. April 25. Comp. 


Reg Ma; 
Little, Mary, yr cn Burton-cres, Cab Proprietress. April 


May; Wan Bat, Builder. “April 20. Asst, Reg Ma; 

a tae 4 rd, Commercial-rd East, Draper. Y Npril 18. Aast. 
iy 

—— Thos, Sandown, Wight Innkeeper. April29, Asst. Reg 


= Geo, Beotennest, Regents-st, Hairdresser. May12, Comp. 
yl 
Noon, Thos, As niteg May 1. Warwick, Dealer in Fancy Goods. 
A ril 22, Asst. 18, 
es, Wm, Chas "4 & Robt Birm, Metallic Bedstead 
Manufacturers. May 14. 


Ct Ta El 
Parsons, Jonathan, Lower Wandsworth-rd, rsea, Builder, May 
12, Comp. Reg May 19. 
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Chas aos Hd Addington-sq, Camberwell Printer. April 29, 


"ec ae tt Ashion-under-Lyne, Lancaster, Commercial 
od: Beptioed, Commercial Agent, May 


14. i om a 
nena, ni ep, eg May » Mineral Surveyor. April 28. Comp. Reg 
way Ie ae, & Jas Predk Wilkie, jan, Billiter-sq, Comm Mer- 
chante. April 34. Reg May 1 


there 3 og : 6, 
rocer, April22. Comp. Reg 


sualley,” ym Stafford, Coal Merchant, May 8. 


Comp. 
Smith, migne worth Warwick, Baker. May 4. Comp. Reg May 19. 
1, Stoney-lane Gravel-lane, pmetonie, 
sales 16, Comp. Reg May I8. 
Park-walk, Fulham-rd, Boot Maker. May 15. Comp. 


Reg May 
sab Jump Northampton, Leather Merchant. May 7. Asst. Reg 
Starker, Wm, p. Shelridge nr feline’ York, Weollen Manu- 
facturer. 27. Com y 15. 
a Knightebrideae Dex Drager. April 24, Asst. Reg 
ok ‘John Oxel, Burdett-rd, Limehouse, Drug Grinder. April 29. 
Ta’ ion Jas = “Teignmouth, Devon, Cordwainer, April 21. 


Mitterton, Chas Richd, & Frank Baldwin, Aston, nr Birm. Varnish 
jurers. April 17. Asst. Reg May 15. 
Triffet, Robt Young, Harbour, Durham, Grocer. May 11. 


Comp. Reg 
Tudman, a & win 3 aa Langport, Somerset, Ironmongers. 


April 24 
i Padibed. April 21. Asst. Reg May 18. 
ein, Southsea, Hants, Railway Clerk. April 21. Asst. Reg 
Hy, Knowle-rd, Brixton, Architect. May 11. Comp. Reg 
SBankruyts. 

Fripay, May 15, 1868, 

To Surrender in London. 
Dorset-pl, Holloway-rd, Tobacconist. ig 13. Pepys. 
Brown, Weaver's Hall, ae ~ age 
Pioton, The Marshall’s Romford, ’ Captain. Pet May 

13, Murray. May 26at2. Duffield & Bruty, Tokenhouse-yard, 

- Wm, Angel-lane, Stratford, Cork Cutter. Pet May ¥. June 10. 


te-churchyard. 
, Chas, Ely, Cam Agent. Pet 1 
wpe Chas, Ely. Camb bridge, Agen’ May 13. Murray. June8at 
Geo John, Deaament-st, erie. ot of business. Pet May 
12. Murray. June8 at 1). loorgate-st. 
De Verdun, oseph Alex Gubian, Gran a Ngai eer Comm 
Agel. Tet ey 12. . ee Us at it. wager ve a 's-inn-rd. 
Green, ‘olman., n’s-ter, rd, Bat 
aay 62m June 15 at ls Wood, a Anaad tr aes 
» Printer. Pet May 12. June 12 at 2. 
Jones, ped ee Debt - 
» Mary Ann, Prisoner for Knew ig et ll (fe 
\ Jane af e Goatley, Bow-st, Co vent: hn By sicchasnal 
| mey, Carpenter. Pet May12. M 5 
June 8 at 11. Rigby, Coloma se . oe 
Edman 0s Hardcas' Wharf-rd, Pritchard’s-rd, 
aa, Pet May ati te 15 at 11. "Edwards, I Bush-lane, Can- 


und, Borough-rd, Southwark,Clerk toa Solicitor. Pet 
Roche. June 8 at 1. Strand. 
~ ae June 15 at 11. Mayhew, 


, out eof business. Pet May 11. 
rf Jane 3 at 2. Thompson, Oxfo 
a Prisoner pb! Sworn Pet May 12 (forpau). Mur- 
a, RS Robert-st, Da t, Berkele: _ tll Painter. Pet 
’ y~8q, cin jyman ida. 


May 12. Murray. June8ati2, M coln’: \- 
Kent, Aas Worship-s, owt Oey Oil Merchant. Pet ey 8. a 


Baraer, Jas, 
June 4 at}. 


Mur- 


Murray. 
Jane 3 see ga 
Lagrane, Baar Bootmaker. Pet May 12. June 10 at2. 
Lovegrove, Joseph, bie = N emiegy Grocer, Pet May 12. Murray. 


Ormond, W: 
Salmon’s-! ne, Tt 
Manzing, Geo, - jane, ameotianinn, Currier. Pet May 12. June 
ttit, Stanton, Suffolic Builder. pet May ll. Pepys. June 

Nicholls & > an Cook’s-ct, Lincoln’s-in 
Mynn, Walter Parker, Hop & Malt Exchange, Southwark- st, Hop Mer- 
ehanbeey 7. Yona. May 36 at!. Lawrane & Co, Old Jewry- 


Pain, Chariton ve, Queen’s-rd, Dalston, Co Agent. 
pare May 13. it une 8 at 12. “Beard, Basinghall-s. 
= May Marlborough-rd, Queen’s-rd, Dalston, Bootmaker. 


» June4ati. Roberts, Buckle: 
71a. Pepys. Jane 4s aes yg a 


Baker. Pet May 
Perez = Sseongs "aoe penser hae ft 
. ze, r-8' oun ourn an 
heats Pet May 13, June 10 at 2. Edwards, B ab-lane’ Gs they 
Proud, Sami, Old Brentford, , Soenatery. Pet May 8. Jane 10 at 12. 
pty, Trini -st, Southwark. Ree me 
Theophilus. nmentineity rtland-p!, North 
Ci st Rracthand Weer, Writer. get May 12." Marray. “June 8 at 
Sherwood, Joseph, Marylebere-rd, x ter. 
a Pepys. June 4 Pari ray Olive, Portsmo' aheas, Vineotse-ten ane 
J yman Carpenter, : 
June 10.at 1, Doble, Basingheliat, Fi May 





Bhs Old eer e, North Bow, Grocer. -Pet May 

a bene of the Dublin Rice Mills, Pet 
t, Coleman-st. 

Pet May7. Pepys. 


i date 1 10 at nw 
ar 1, Murray. giiy eat 12. 
Fredk Wm, Chariton, Kent, Land ieome 
May 26at1. Buchanan, -st. 
To Surrender in the Coun’ 
ladon, Francis Milnes, Burton-u hon Trent, e out Pe 
Hubbersty. artoo-upon Trent, May A atll. Wilson. 


-upon-Trent. 
I Butcher. Pet May 12. Hime. 


‘ohn, Everign. Be 
poo 
rrow-upon-Soar, Leicester, Bateher. ret May M- 
Brock. Loughborough, May 26 at 11, Deane, 
Brooksbank 


, Thos, » Yotk, Stone Mason- Pot May 12 Brad. 
Sasi, Deva’ Bred Dawson, 


p Bradle Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Pet May tl. 
Crocker, Joh ey ee So Buteher. Pet May 12 
er, in ] mane, in x 
Exeter, May 29 at 12. Clarke, I Exeter. 
" , St Leonards, Fruiterer. Pet May 8 (for pan). 
Blaker. Lewes, June 4at il. Hillman, Lewes. 
Davies, David Alex, Birm, out ofbusiness. Pet May 12, Guest. Birm, 
June 12 at 10. Walford, Birm. 
Dumbrell, Philip, Brighton, Sussex, Beer Retailer. Pet May9, Ever- 
shed. Brighton, May 27 atl1. Runnacies, Brighton: 
Dungay, Wm, Denyer, Norfolk, Carpenter. Pet 


ham Market, May 25at 10. Nunn, Downham Market. 
Farthing, John, West Bergholt, Essex, Poulterer. Pet May 11, Barnes. 
Colechester, May 27 at 19. Goody, Colechester. 
Foster, Benj Hardwick, Leeds, out ofbusiness. Pet May 12. Léeds, 
May 25 at 11. Harle, 
les, Geo, Reading, Berks, Smith. Pet May9. Edlins. Reading, May 
30 at 10. Rising, Reading 
Gittins, Saml, Kinver, Stafford, Confectioner. Pet May 13. Harward. 
Stourbridge, June "b at 10. Ponton, Stourbridge. 
Gold, John, Mountain aa, Collier. Pet May 12. Rees. Aberdare, 
oneal Jan, Bary tamenaner, ‘Bige Menathet Pet May 1 
as, Bury, pe Man ‘urer. 1, 
Grundy. Bury, May 29 at 9. Anderton, Bury 
Griffiths, John, risoner for Das, Laneaster. Viaj April 21, Hime, 
Lpool, May 26 at 3. Nordon, Lpool. 
Meal, Wm, Boro’ Bridge, Somerse Baker. Pet May 9. Lovibond. 
Bric hey 30 at 10. Reed & Cook, 
Heald, oo Be Robt Temple, Sheffield, Palster. Pet May 12, Wake, 
Sheffield my! 27 atl. Sugg, eld. 
Hemingway, ay Wm Chapel Allerton, York, Painter. Pet May 11, 
Leeds, May 25 at 1!. Cariss & Tempest, 
Hickson, Thos, Aston, Chester, Hay a Pet May 13.- Cheshire. 
Hunts 3 J as bia, $ aes Pet May 1!. Lovibond. 
unt, Jas, me! rocer. ay 
30at10. Reed & Cook, B 
Jackson, Thos, Castle Northwich, Chester, Sailmaker. Pet May ti. 
Cheshire. Northwich, May 26 at tI. brs oe Northwich. 
Jaques, John Foster, Rotherham, York, Licen sed Victualler. Pet May 
13. Leeds, June 3at 12. Marsh & eae 
Johnson, Fredk, Manch, Printseller. Pet May 2. Macrae. Manch, 
May 27 at 12. Sale & Co, Manch, 
Jutton, Jas, Brighton, Sussex, Carpenter. Ling May 11. Evershed. 
mneaten. Sey 27 at 11. Runnacles, Brighto’ 
Kenworthy, John, Glosso oanop, Deroy: German Yeast Dealer. Pet May 11. 
Manch, May 27 at 11. Sale & Co, Manch. 
* , Thos, Trecynon, Glamorgan, Collier. Pet May 9. Rees, 
rdare, May 26 at11. Rosser, A’ 
i a Hy, Doncaster, York, Seed Merchant. Pet May 13. Leeds, 
June 3 at 12. Shirley & Atkingon, Doncaster. 
Mottershed, Thos, Chester, Provision Dealer. Pet May 12. Lpool, 
May 25 at 12. Best, Lpool. 
_——— Saml, Prisoner for Debt, Stafford. Pet May 5 (for pau). 
bu Staiford, May 23 at 10, Bowen, 
Montel, Win , Tattingstone, Saffolk, Farmer. Pet May 12. Pretyman. 
Ipswich, May 27 at ll. Pollard, Ipswich. 
Musgrave, Thos, Keswick, Cumberiand, Black Lead Pencil Maker. Pet 
May 11. _Broatch. Keswick, May 2}atil. Lowthian, Keswick. 
Norman, Jas, Worcester, Dealer in on gg Pet May 13. Crisp, 
Woreester, May 29atil. Tree, Worcester. 
Parker, — Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster. Adj April 21. Holden. 
Belton bg hee § 27 at = Edge & Dawson, Bolton. 
Platt, John, s, Stafford, Greengrocer. Pet May 12. Challinor, 
Hanley, vanpeantt Tomkinso: 
Reece, Geo, Choriton-upon-Medlock, Maneh, Share Broker’s Clerk. Pet 
Macrae. Manch, May $9 at 12. Morgan, Manch. 
Rice Robt, Horbling, Lineoln, Packet Man. Pet May 8. Bell. Bourn, 
May 26 at 12. Stapleton, Stamford. 
Roberts, Robt, Gorton, nr Manch, . Pet May 11. Kay. Manch 
June 10 at 9 30. Cobbett & Wheeler, M 
Salway, Jas, Fivehead, Somerse i Pet May 9, Warren. Langport, 
May 28 at 10. Reed & Cooke, B: a yy ai 


, Grocer. Pet May 12, 
hboro 


Brock, ot 

Skinner, Hy, Braunton, Devon, Butcher. Pet May 12. Barn- 
staple, May 29 at 12. Bromham, Barnstaple. 

— an Goxhill, Lincoln, Innkeeper. Pet May 13. Leeds, May 


Lincoln. 

Snow, Wm, Darston, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. Pet May 13. 
Lovibond. Bridgwater, May 30 at 10. Reed & Cook, 

Stout, Hy, Burton, Southampton, Grocer. Pet May 12. Christehureh, 
J lat 10. Sharp, Christchu reh. 

Chatham, Kent, News Agent. Pet May 12, Acworth. 

Rochester, May 27 at 2. H: 

ee Lpool, Cotton Broker. Pet May 2. Lpool, May 26 


at 12. & Co, Lpool. 
= Saltmarshe, York, Innkeeper. Pet May1ll. Porter. How- 
hes at 10. —— Howden. 
wile » Peckleton, Leicester, Victualler. Pet May ll. Loseby. 
et Bosworth, June 5at ll. Cewdell, Hinckley. 
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Williams, Wm, Gyfeillon, nr Pontypridd, Glamorgan, Victualler. Pet 
May 9. Spickett, Pontypridd, May 26 at 11. Morgan, Aberdare. 

Wilkinson Robt, Kidderminster, Worcester, out.of business. Pet May 
12. Talbot. Kidderminster, May 25 at 11, Corbet, xi inster. 

Wilcock, Jas, Windhill, York, Shopkeeper. Pet May 12, Bradford. 
June 9 at 9.15. Hill, Bradfo 

Wilson, John, Lpool, Grocer, Pet May 13. Lpool, May 29 at 11, Pem- 


Lpool. 
Woods, "Thos, Co Colchester, Essex t Maker. Pet Aprill5, Barnes. 
Colchester, June | at 10. Jones, 5. Colchaater, 


TuEsDAY, May 19, 1868. 
To Surrender in London. 
Amslory Am Angnetne 1 oppeltt, Reet st. Menken’ Clerk. Pet May 


Richa, Thames-st, Roprerbitoe, Bricklayer. Pet May 12. 
Pepys. "Sane 4 at 1. Marshall, In’s-inn-fields. 

Baldwin, John, Prisoner for Debt, . cosy on Pet May 13 (forpau), 

erougha. Sane 18 a6 19. Fo why t f ad t. Pet May 1 
rassy, Islewo out o = men ‘ay 12. 
Pepys. June 4 at 12, ee homeo Co, Eastchea: 

B » Thos, Newland-ter, Kensington, Oilman. Pet May 14, June 
15 at i2, pee Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Chambers, A lands, St John’s Hill-grove, Wandsworth, out of 
business. Pet May mic Roche. June l0at11. Parkes, Beaufort- 
bldgs, Strand. 

Chantler, Chas, Guildford. Surrey, Licensed Victualler. Fet May 16. 
Roche. June 10 atl. Pittman, Upper Stamford-st. 

Cooper, Wm Geo, jun, Queen-st, Hammersmith, Lime Merchant. Pet 
May I2. phen Jane 4at2. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook 

Curtis, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Sanson Pet May 13 (for pau). Pepys. 
June 4at2, Spencer, Coleman-st. 

Darrington, John, St James’s-rd, Holloway, eeatey’ Salesman. Pet 
May 13, June 15 at ll, Bae n, Basinghall-st, 

Dennant, Fredk Coltman, p eres Greenwich, House Agent. Pet May 
14, June 15 at 1. Borhoghell 

Flint, Saml, Prisoner im Dott, on. “Pet May 15 (for pau). Roche. 
June 0 atl, Hicks, Orchard-st, Portman. 

Fowler, Harry | Bedford, Bridport-pl, Hoxton, ‘A Ivertising Agent. Pet 
May 15. Roche. June 10 at 12. Edwards, Bush-lane, Cannon-st. 
Glover, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet May 14 (for pau). 

e. June l0atil. Drake, Basinghall-st. 

Green, Benj, Bromell’s-rd, ye Chimney Sweep. Pet May 14. 
Roche. June 1@at 12. Willis, yey ey 

=— Edwd, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Beer House Keeper. Pet May 
Pe; June 4at 11. Sole & Co, Aldermanbu 

King chd, Gt Horwoed, Bucking Pet May 14, 
Pepys. Jane 4 at.2. Massey, Gray’s-inn-sq. 

Large, John, jun, Gladstone-st, eves haba a sad of business, Pet May 
15. Roche. Fa 10 atl. Lamb, ro 


Jas, Mar! -8q, King’s-rd 
_ June 15 at 1. Lewis & Lewis, Ely-pl.. 
Miles, Prisoner for Debt, London. ‘Pet ‘Stay 14 (for pau). 
Roche. June 10 at 11. , Bow-st, Covent-garde 
Lowther, Chas, New North-st, Theobald’s-rd, out of Drain Pet 
May 9. June 15 at 2. Parker, King-st, Cheapside. 
Maynard, Hy Geo, Pleasant-cottages, Paragon-road, Hackney, Wine 
Broker. Pet tay 13, Roche. June 10 at 12. Frances & elsham, 
Charterhouse-: 
Morris, Jas, City-ad, out of business. Pet May 15. Pepys. June 4 
atl. Steadmay, London-waill. 


ary. 
ham fy of business. 


eng no profession. 


draulic 
Chidley, Old 


Jewry. 

Morrison, Wm, Northumberland-ter, Regent’s-pk-rd, —_ Owner. 
Pet May 14. "June 151612, Stocken & Japp, Leadehall-s 

Muir, Robt, James-st, Cc vent-garden, a 8 Victualler- Pai May 
15.’ Roche. June 10 at 12, Harcourt & Macarthur, King’s-arms- 
yard, Coleman-st. 

Omering, Theodor, Gill-st, Limehouse, Dealer in Old Iron. Pet May 
16. Junel5 at 2. Shearman, Little Tower-st. 

Sibley, John Joseph, ag te Peckham, Surveyor. Pet May 13. 
Pepys. June 4at1. Durant, Guildhall bers. 

bey «| —_— me, Pe Hertford, Butcher. Pet May 13, Pepys. June 

4atll, ny en Sag 

Wasteil, weg Priseeec for Debt, London. Pet May 13 (for pau). 
Pepys June 4at1ll, Dobie, Basinghall-st. 

Wildey, John Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. me May 14 (for pau). 
Rode. June 10 a6 11. Morris, Leiceste: ter-sq 

To Surrender in the Country. 
Babb, Walter Webber, Bristol, out of business. Pet May 16. Wilde 


Bristol, May 30 at 11, Clifton, Bristol. 
, Solomon, Aston-joxta-Birm, Retail Brewer. Pet May 8. Guest, 


Birm, June 12 at 10. Parry, B 
. or 4 May 16, Daw. Exeter; May 


radley, Jas, Exeter, 
29 at il. Campion, Exeter. 

Bradley, Joseph, Birkenhead, Chester, Insurance Agent. Pet May 15. 
Lpool, May 29 at 11. Forshaw & Co, Lpool. 

Brogden, David Hirst, Rochdale, Lancaster, Journeyman Blacksmith. 
ae 15. Jackson. Rochdale, May 29 at 10. Holland, Roch. 


Brookes, Jas, Clayhills, Tunstall, Stafford, Journeyman Boiler Maker. 
Pet May 14. Challinor. Hanley, June 5 at ll, Salt, Tanstall, 

Bulford, Sydney, Calstock, Cornwall, Grocer. Pet May 15. Bridgman. 
Tavistock, June | at 11. Cudlipp, Tavistock. 

Campling, Wm, Hubbard, Lowestoft, Suffelk, Plumber. Pet May 15, 
Chater. Lowestoft, June | at 12. Archer, Lowestoft. 

Crow, Jas, Berwick-upon-Tweed, saeco Pet May 14. Berwick, May 


28.atil, Weatherhead, 
Donnison, Wm, Easington, Dur'! =, Miller, Pet Miy 11. Wright. 
Seaham oy os May 28 at 4, Barker, Sunder! 
Dunn, Alfred Ro Trow Wilts, ut of business, Pet May 6. 
Wilde. Bristol, May 29at1l. Press & Co, Bristo 
Garbate, Cornelius, ius, Durham, Gateshead, Durham, "Chemist, Pet May 
ibson. Newcas' mpon-Tyne, May 29 at 12. Watson, New- 
castle-upon-Tyne. 


Morris, Robt, & Jas ioogher Field, Hanover-st, Long Acre, H: 
pril 


Engineers. Pet A Pepys. June 4 at |. 





Garbutt, Cornelius a. & Wm Garbutt, Gateshead, Durham, 
Dealers in Wines, Pet May)8, Gibson. Newcastle-npon-Tyne, May 
29 at 12. Hoyle & Co, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Gillham, Wm, Southsea, Eeiwan @ ams Pat May 15. ‘Howard. Ports- 
mouth, June 1 at 12, Champ,'Po 

Grace, John, Shanbourn, Dugkinghan, Bricklayer. Pet May 14. Heath: 
Buckingham, June 3 at 2, Clark, eg 

Griffiths, Griffith, Cwmtwrch, Brecknoo: seme Pet May 13. 

ain Sean ards, Wo ldale Ye om " peechene Keeper. Pet M 

is, Woo! ork, Bee onse r. Pet Ma: 
Jones, Hy ‘Holmfirth, June 8 at 10, Booth, Holmfirth. - 
ssiou, ner for Debt , Stafford, Adj Aug 9. Spilsbury. Staf- 

ford, June Sat 11. 


, Wm, Hartland, Aston-juxta- pin, Balldan Adj Apri! 24. Hill. 
*June 3at 12, James & Griffin, Birm. 
Hunt, John, Manch, Accountant. Pet May 14. Maerae. Manch, 
June 10 at 12. Storer, Manch. 
Insley, Rewben, Newhall, p Derby, out of business. Pet May 13. Hub- 
bersty. Erton-apo Trey t, May 28 at li. Wilson, Burton. 
Jeffs, John, Salford, eure Baker. Pet May 12, Macrae. Manch, 
June ll at 12. Storer, 


Manch. 
Jenkiso: i Jas, Long Benton, Northumberland, Assistant Surgeon. Pet 
ledew. North Shields, May 30 at 10. Bush, Newcastle- 
e. 
Martha, Silverstone, Northampton, Manager. Pet May 14. 
Towcester, June 8 at 10. Whitton, en mak tiie. 
ay 


Pet May 16. 


Sheppard. 

Lord, Simeon, Elmswell, Suffolk, Journeyman Miller. 
Archer. Stowmarket, May 22 at 10. Walpole, Beyton. 

Marpole, Evan, Lianidloes, Montgomery, Painter. 
Williams. Lianidloes, May 30 at 12, Jenkins. 

Mills, John, Birm, Grocer. Pet May 4. Hill. 
Southall & Nelson, Birm. 

Morrant, John, Landport, Superannuated Master of a Victualling Hoy. 
Pet May 18. Howard. Portsmouth, May 28 at 12. Champ, Portsea. 

Onberes, 2 ise, Lingfield, Surrey, out of business. Pet May |2. Pear. 
less, Grinstead, May 28 at 11. Burt, East Grinstead. 

Owen, Ben). Prisoner for Debt, Lancaster, Adj March 18. Macrae, 
Manch, June 9 at 11. 

Park er, Thos, Prisoner for}Debt, Neweastle-upon-Tyne, Adj May 9. 
Gibson. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, May 29at 12. Hoyle, Newcastle- 


upon-Tyne. 
Phillips, Jas, Winchester, Southampton, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet 
aay 16. Godwin. Winchester, June 9 at ll. Mackey, South- 


mpton. 
Pickup, John, Nelson, Lancaster, Plumber. Pet May 13. 
Colne, June 10 at 11. Blackhouse & Whittam, Burnley. 
Pinkney, Robt, jan, Thirsk, oe Watchmaker, Pet May 16. Leeds, 


June | at 11. nm, Thirsk. 

Potts, Saml, Ol eee Tunstall, Stafford, out of employment. Pet 
May 14. r. Hanley, June 6 at VW. Salt, Tunstall. 

Purkis, Wm. Newmarket All Saints, Cambridge, Clerk. Pet May 14. 
Button. Newmarket, June 2 at il Pants Swaffham Prior, 

Rickert, Stephen, Penzance, Cornwall, Potatoe Merchant. Pet May 

30, Exeter, May 29at1l. Terrell & "Petherick, Exeter. 

Richardson, Wm, Eccles, nr Marah, Salesman. Pet May 13, Hulton 

Salford, May 30 9.30. _ Storer, Manch. 
tband, Adam Luies, Lpool, Tobacconist, Pet April 27, Hime. 

Lpool, May 29 at 12. Best, tpoo. 

Shields, Jas, Darlington, Dur! Railway Porter. Pet May 14. 
Bowes. Darlington, June 1 at 10. Nixon, Darlington 

Shore, Sarah, Birm, out of business. Pet May 16. Tador, Birm, 
June5 at 12, Southall & Nelson, Birm. 

Slater, Wm, & Richd Hayhurst, Reeds Holme Mill, ur Rawtenstall, 
Lancaster, Cotton 1 kere. Pet April 18, Macrae, Manch, June 


Birm, June 3 at 12. 


Carr. 








loat il. Leigh, Ma 

= Mary Jane, Lpool, Assistant to a Milliner, Pet March 16. 
pool May 29 at 12. Best, Lpoo 

steal thos Rees, Coleford, Gloucester, Brewer. Pet May 9, Wilde. 

Bristol, May 29 at 11. Osborne, Ross. 

Stokes, Isaac, Blackburn, Lancaster, Watchmaker. Pet May 4. 

Macrae. Manch, May 29 ‘at IL. Pickop, Blackburn 

Seema, am Gloucester, Baker. Pet May 16. Wilde, Bristol, May 
30atll. Press & Co, Bristol. 
Pca Thos, Smethwick, Stafford, Ale & Porter Dealer. Pet May 

16, Hill, rane June 3 at 12, Rowlands, Birm, 

Sappen, Chas Van, Southampton, Lodging-house Keeper. Pet May 
6. ‘Thorndike, Southampton, June 8 at 12, Mackey, South- 
amp 
be i Pk, jhe Saddler, Pet May 15. Tudor. Birm, May 29 at 
1 
Wildsmith, *Fohn Westwood, Lpool, out of business. Pet May 15. 

Lpool, May 29 at 11. Wilkinson, Basinghall st. 

Wilson, Thos, Bishop Wearmouth, Durham, Linge me Pet May 15. 

Marshall. Sunderland, June5at12, Barker, Sunderland, 

Williams, John, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet May \5. Wilde, 

Bristol, May 30 at ll. Abbot & Leonard, Bristol. 

ee 
G RESHAM LIFE ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
37; CLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
osals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Reversions, Life 
nterests, or other adequate securities. 

P Proposals may be made in the first instance according to the following 
‘orm:— . 


PrvrosaL For Loan on Mortcaces, 


Date 
Introduced by (state name and address of solicitor’ 

Amount required £ 

Time and mode of repayment (i. e., whether for a term ceriatn, ar by 
annual or other 

mee 4 (state shortly the particulars of security, and, if land ur build- 
"iota swat aie Foley ) is pan on be effected with th 

te w an, pro; to th the 

Gresham Office in connexion with ne 


By order of 
7. ALLAN CU CURTIS, Actuary and inet 





